United States Summary

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

The 1960 Census of Housing marks the third decennial census
of housing in the United Btates. Although the first census of
housing was not taken until 1940, information on a few housing
items is available for earlier years from the decennial censuses
of population and agriculture. Tn reecent vears, particularly
after the considerable housing activity in the 1920's, the depression
of the early 1930’s, and the housing shortages during and immedi-
ately after World War II, there has been increasing need for in-
formation not only on the growth of the inventory but also on
the utilization and characteristics of the housing supply.

The high rate of residentisl construction activity shortly after
World War IT continued almost unabated to the time of the 1960
Census, By 1960, the housing inventary included approximately
16.0 million unite which had been built during the 1950s, Demo-
litions and other losses also occurred, although in smaller volume,
On balance, the housing inventory increased by more than 12
million units since the 1950 Censuz. The addition of a large
number of units through new construction and the removal of a
sizeable number of units through demolition and other means
contributed to modernization of the housing stoek.

Homeownership gained impressively. The proportion of home-
owners in 1960 was larger than at any other census date for which
information on tenure was collected. -~ Quality of housing improved
during the decade, as evidenced by the substantial decrease in the

number of units which were in dilapidated condition or lacked
plumbing facilities. Furthermore, housing units weve less
crowded than in 1950. While the average (median) number of
persons per household decreased slightly between 1950 and 1960,
the average (median) number of rooms per unit increased. More
persons were living alone and there was a sharp decline in the
number of married couples who were sharing the living quarters
of others. Household equipment and facilities such as television
sets, radios, clothes washing machines, telephones, and auto-
mohiles were found to be fairly widespread in contrast to air
econditioning, clothes dryers, and home food freezers.

Vacancy rates for 1960 indicate a lessening of the severe post-
war housing shortage evident at ‘the time of the 1950 Census.
The supply of available vacant units more than doubled since
1950. In 1960, about 1 in every 30 housing units was vacant
and available for sale or for rent.

The mobility of the American public was indicated by the
fairly short duration of ecoupanecy reported for homeowners as
well as for renters. Over one-fifth of the households moved at
least once between Janusry 1959 and the time of the eensus in
April 1960, Migration from farms to metropolitan centers during
the decade was aceompanied by a large movement which took
place from cities to suburbg. The concentration of mew con-
struction outside the central cities in mstropolitan areas is an
indication of this movement.

Table A.—HOUSING UNITS BY REGIONS AND DIVISIONS: 1940 TO 1960

[Occupied and vacant units. Figures for 1960 based partly on sample-and ent with to connt; Bgures for 1950 and 1840 based -on ecomplete count. "Housing
r anit” used in 19m?¥‘dwéiﬂng unit” in 1950 md 1940
Incronse
1960 1650 1940
Region and division 1856 to 1960 1940 to 1950
Number | Percent | Number | Percent Number Percent | Number Percent | Number Poroent
United States .| 58,328,357 160,0 | 148,137,076 100,0 | 287,458,714 1000 12,188,281 26,4 8, 696, 362 23,2
NOTLheRBE oo oo oo oo e cecm e mmer 14,798, 360 25,4 182 261! 10,812,732 2.5 2,747, 178 22.8 1, 738, 450 16.9
%ew;’c’nvlmd ;,’5;% 8.0 %g&m 42 g’.ﬁlé [ %] 648, 22.8 441,080 18.1
Middle Atlantic 11, 276, 697 193 817,73 1.8 7,874, 408 2.0 2,104, 94 2.0 1,997,870 18.5
North Central s 797, 28,8 13, 745, 646 2.8 11,807,471 210 3,082, 158 22.2 2,148,175 18,5
East North Central. ... 11, 857, 510 2.0 %, 384, 911 2.2 7, 681, 568 20,5 %, 848, 200 24,9 1, 882, 548 2L
West North Centrﬁ 140, 8.8 4,411,438 2.6 8, 915, 908 | 10.6 728, 859 16.5 405, 542 12,7
. South cewn} 12,172,688 29,4 | 18,658,785 29,6 | 10,876,086 .1 3, 518, 903 25.8 2,777,720 25, 5
Eoat bouth Geatral Toiwsss | ‘sa| smsies| se| Zowsms| 73| CHvie| 1ie| “Hmew| Iod
L8t S0 42 117 2: ¥ S LA A ¥ |
‘West Bouth Central 5, 533, 818 9.5 4, 462, 354 a7 3, 502, 245 9.6 1,071,402 2%.0 870, 130 | ﬁx
t 9, 557, 805 16,4 1 16,686,463 14,8 W%m 12,4 2,871,642 42,9 % 3,7
Mountaln......... 564 3.8 1, 608, 421 3.8 1,238, bag 8.3 1 R4 , 2.9
Pacifio Taood | 56| 1nomoE| 11o| 15uee 51| admem| 4| vetms bt
Conterminous United States.........ovennevurnnn 58,093, 658 1000 45, 953, 298 100,90 37,325,470 1000 12, 110,260 26,2 8,687,928 3.2
INOPLROABE e . oo oo ammsmam e m s -1 14,798,360 25,5 12,081,182 26,21 16,812,782 2.8 2,747, 178 22.8 1,788, 430 16.9
En, 521, 663 8.1 2, 879, 400 8.8 2,488, 8.5 649, 254 2.8 441,080 18. 1
Iﬁ&’m tlgmtk' 1% , 697 .1 9,171, 778 10.9 7, 374.% 211 2, 104, 994 28.0 1,207,870 16.5
North Central._......... 18,797, 804 2.9 13,745, 846 2.9 11,597,471 L1 2, 052, 158 22,2 2,148,178 18,5
B th 11, 687, 10 20,11 9,334,001 20,3 7,081, 568 20,6 ] 2,828,200 2.9 1, 052, 643 2.5
W, G EM024 |  BB| A4IL4| 06| aoos| Ios| 7Aesw| 165| 4enmm| 127
............ 17,172, 688 28,6 13, 683, 788 20,7 10, 878, 056 2,1 8,518, %02 25,8 2,777,728 28,8
South A 1 8,032, 524 13.8 8, 906, 267 13.4 4, 547, 318 12.2 2,006, 257 .01 1,448,001 3.9
East South Central 3, 806, 348 4.2 3,195, 164 8.9 2, 736, 52§ 7.3 411, 184 12.9 458, 630 16.8
West South Central §, 533, 816 9.5 4, 462, 354 8.7 3,892, 25 9.6 1, 071, 462 2.0 £70, 130 :z
West 9,324, 806 8.1 6, 532, 788 2 4,519,211 12,2 2,792, 021 42,7 1,800,874 | 48,9
Mountain...... 564 3.8 1, 608, 421 3.5 1, 988, 588 3.3 18,148 88.4 369, 833 20.9
Poafan | hmesdl| 3] Lo | iees B8] arme| 441| em7a .2
1 Figures include 120,006 total units for Hawall and 33,072 total units for Alasks.
1 Pigures inclgd: 90,830 total units for Hawali and 22,414 ocoupied units for Alaska (vacant nnits not having been enumersted).
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Tor the geven other divisions, the rates of growth from 1950 to
1960 were about the same as or higher than they were from 1940

to 1950,

By 1980, the East North Central Division (comprxsmg Ohio,
Indiana, Ilinols, Michigan, and Wisconsin) had the largest
pumber of housing units of any division. The division had one-
fifth of all the housing units in the Nation. The Middle Atlantic
Division (New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania) had the
seoond largest numbar The Mountain Division (Montana,
Idabo, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and
Nevada), with less than 4 percent of the housing units in the
Nation, had the smallest number.

Metropolitan-nonmetropolitan housing.—The large influx of
households 1o metropolitan centers during the decade is reflected
in the significant inerease in the housing inventory inside standard
Mmpalttw statistionl areas (SMSA’s), Approximately 36.4
housing units, or 62 percent of the total housing units in
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AND 1950

and vacant units, F for 1960 based on sample and essentiall
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1660 and 1950 Mureu lor BMSA‘B rﬂlate to sreas as definad for 1960. The 1060 and
mo tnt esixnnted central citles in 1960 but with
r%otl part of the Increase “in central citfes,”
and moq uent aﬁm’c on in central cities," is due to annexations since 1950,
“Hounging unit™ used in 1960, “dwelling unit’’ in 1950}
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1960 1850 Increase, 1950 to
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Number | Per-| Number | Per- | Number | Per-

cent cent cent

nuadsm« m.&w;m.o 46,137,076 {100.0 | 12,189,281 | 26.4
Inaide SMBEAY... .. 36,886,215 | 6.4 | 27,111,457 [ 58.8 | 0,274,758 | 342
centrsl olties 10,622,145 | 33.6 | 16,058,400 | 348 | 8,563,745 | 22,2
Not n eentra] cities. . ...| 16,764,070 | 28.7 | 11,053,067 | 24.0 | 571,013 | 6.7
Outsidg BMBA'S. .. ... 21,040,142 | 37.6 | 19,025,610 | 41.2 | 2,014,528 | 15.3
! 1 3,521,688 | 6.0 879,409 | 6,2 642,254 | 22,3
;.'m,'mo 40 fmfm 4£2] 430,083 | 228

-1 1,088,400 18 976,521 | 2.1 112, 879 118
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Summary of Findings

the United States, were logated inside SMSA’s. The 36.4 million
represents a gain of 9.3 million units, or 34 percent, over the
1950 figure for comparable areas (the 1950 figures in table B
having been compiled for the SM8A’s as defined for 1980). The
increase outside SMSA’s amounted to 2.9 millicn units, or 15
percent (table B).

The trend toward suburban livmg is indieated by the sharp
difference between the rates of growth for the central cities of
SMBA’s and for the area outside central cities. = Since 1950, the
gain in the central cities of the SMSA's wag 3.6 million units, or
22 percent, in contrast to 5.7 million units, or 52 percent, in the
metropolitan area outside the central cities, The 1950 figures
for central cities in table B ‘apply to cities designated *central
cities” for the 1960 Census but with limitﬁ defined for the 1950
Census; the 1960 figures are for the same cities but with limits
defined for the 1960 Census, It is estimated that roughly two-
fifths of the 22-percent increase in the number of housing units
in the central cities is due to annemtions.

In all divisions except the New England and Middle Atlantic,
the rates of growth were much higher inside SMBA’s than outside
SMB8A’s. In the Middle Atlantic Division, the rate inside
SMBSA's was only slightly higher than the rate outside SMBA’s;
and in the New England Division, the rates were virtuslly the
same.

In each division except the West South Central and the Moun-
tain, the rate of growth in the central cities was lower than in the
metropolitan area outside the central cities. In ‘both divisions,
much of the increase in the central cities iz due to annexations.

Urban-rural and farm-nonfarm housing.—Urban housing upits
numbered 40.8 million and rural housing units numbered 17.8
million in 1960 (table C). The urban units were concentrated in
the Middle Atlantic and East North Central Divisions, the two
divisions baving 43 percent of all the urban units in the United
States, Rural housing units were more evenly distributed,
although the number was relatively small in three of the divieions.
The East North Central and South Atlantic Divisions had the
largest numbers of rural units, each division having close to 19
percent of all rural units'in the United States.

Data from censuses of population illustrate the long-term trend
toward urbanization. In 1790, only 1 in 20 inhabitants lived in

3 Based on unpublished data tabulated for the C
prograum,
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urban territory. In every thereafter, exeept in the decade
1810 fo 1820, the rate of growth of the urban population exeeeded
that of the rural population. By 1860, spproximately 1 in b
inhabitants was ineluded in the urban populstion. The process
of urbanization continued, snd by 1920 the urban population had
exceeded the rural population. In 1960, the wrban population
amounted to approximately two-thirds of the total population,
and was concentrated in only slightly more than 1 percent of the
total land area in the United Btates.

Between 1950 and 1960, urban housing inereased at a much
greater ate than rural housing. Trban housing in the United
States increased 11.1 units, .or 37 pereent; ‘whereas Tural
housing increased only 1.1 million, or 7 percemt. As a result, the
proportion of urban housing upite increased from 64 percent .of
all units in 1950 to 70 percent in 1960.

There were wide differences fn the patterns of urban and rural
growth among the geographie divisioms, However, in each
divigion, the rate of growth of urban housing exeeeded that of
rursl housing. The Bast South Central and West Bouth Central
Divigions had substantial rates of growth in urban areas and
North Central, South Aflantic, Mountain, and Pacific Divisions
had increases in both the urban and rural housing; but the urban
rates of incresse were considerably grester than the rural. In
the New England and Middle Aflantic Divisions, the urban rates
of growth were below the average for the Nation as » whole and
only moderately in excess of the rural rates of growth.

Of the rural units, approximately 14.0 million were classified as
nonfarm snd 3.6 million as farm housing units. The number of
farm housing units has steadily declined during the last two
decades, principslly becsuse some houscholds have moved off
the farm and others have ceased farming operstions, The 1960
figures are not directly comparable with the 1950 and 1040 figures
becstse of the change in definition of farm residence. Acocording
to other census data, the change in definition resulted in a sub-
stantial reduetion of housing units in the farm housing inventory.
Moreover, no vacant units were included in the 1960 count of
rural-farm housing units. {(The criteria used to classify farm
housing units in 1960 and the impact of the change in definition
are discussed in the definition of “Farm-nonfarm residence.”)

About five-sixths (84 percent) of all the farm housing units
were in the South and North Central Regions. The Northeast
had the smallest number of farm housing units, slthough nof much
below the number for the West.

* Table C.—HOUSING UNITS BY DIVISIONS, URBAN AND RURAL: 1960 AND 1950

Occu vaca iguares for 1960 urban and total rural units based lmtlymmmple ‘essentislly in agresment with complets coun! tarnm!mnandtarm
[ phdmd asé'é&?'éf'mpﬁ Figaofes gsohn::donoomphuwunt. unit™ used in 1960, “dwelling mmit” in 1950, Mumuign(tid
1960 1850 Incresse, 1950 to 1960
Rural
Urban Trban Bural Urhan Rural
Reglon and di Total Konfarm Form 1
] | Per F 1 Per-| Number | Fer-| Number | Perv| Number | Per-| Number | Per-
Number | Per- [ Number ;a;; Number m N\rmbu: Per: | | ent Per:
United Stales.......--- 40,783,865 [100,0 | 17, 562, 492 100,0 || 13,996,171 [100.0 | 3,568,331 [100,0 | 29, 662,532 [100,0 16,474,244 {200,0 | 11,701,083 | 37.4 | 1,088,248 6.6
Northeast: ' ] ] | )
F— 3 5.4 % 897,240 | 6.4 4,681 L8| 2,080,580 7.0 708, 4.8 08,2421 8.9 146,012 18.8
ﬁ‘i&’aﬁ“ usgﬁ'&.'_'_‘_'_'..il_ 3’.6‘@2’,% zg.a zmm 1250 2008607 | 14| 190817 ] K4 727,280 | 2645 1,000,482 ) 115 | 1,804,493 § 4.8 300,432 16.8
North Central: [ ) 1
——- 20.6 669 { 18.5 2 545,088 | 18.2] 707,636 ) 19.8 | 6,300,808 | 206 | 2,094,908 | 17.8 | 2,005,588 | 1.8 7761 | W8
,%Vn::tlglog:&cc?:n% ..... %l‘%%’l 7.8 %?&7&7 1284 L360,289 ] 89| TH 508 2.7 2.274:630‘ .7 2,136,808 | 13.0 700,867 | 30.8 X7, 96t 13
South: } o ®.6
4,780,464 | 1.7 [ 3, 248,080 18.5 2,681,485 | 19.2 561,576 | 16,7 | 8,116,304 | 10,5 | 2,879, 873 | 178 1,678,070 53.7" 303, 187 e
10.2 1, wme el 525,074 | 14.7 ] 1,390,484 | 4.5 | 1,884,730 | 118 479,778 | 3617 ~08, 504 8.7
1:%&% %? i;ﬁ&slgg 0.3 l,ﬁlﬂ 6.8 421,385 | LB Y 2,516,478 | 8.5 1,045 875 1L8{ 1,206,778 | 45.0 | 135,316 | ~7.0
¥ 4 ), E 4.8 149,551 | 4.2 884,417 ¢ 3.0 724,004 ] 4.4 BR8, 142 | 67.1 25,000 3.8
kg&% l%g 1,304?!,28{ é'g ! Lm% 8.7 lg:?ﬂ 58] 3,780,845 | 12,8 ] 1,288,607 | 7.8 | 2,341,086 | SR8 111, 804 8.7

1 Restricted to occupied units; all yacant units in rural territory are ineinded in the rural-nonfarm inventory.
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had annexations between 1950 snd 1960; for most of them, the

annexations sceounted for a substantial part of the increase in
the housing inventory. (Figures in table D relate to the city
Hieits s defined for the respective censuses.) At the other end
of the sesle, there were 16 cities with increases under 10 percent—
the lowest being Pitteburgh, with 1.2 percent.

In 20 of the 51 cities, the housing inventory grew less rapidly
fromm 1950 to 1060 than in the preceding 10 years. For some
cities, the differences in the rates of growth were substantial—
Fort Worth, for example, increaséd 40 percent from 1950 to 1960
in contrast to 64 percent from 1940 to 1950,

e cities in table D are ranked by population size and do not
negsssarily follow the ranking by number of housing units, For
the firgt Bive cities, the ranking by population and by the number
of housing units is the same. The five cities next in order, when
rmlwd by number of housing units, are Houston, San Francisco,

Baltimore, (leveland, and 8t. Louis. Among the cities with
mjm differences in the ranking are Kansas City and Miami.
Kansss City ranks 27th according to population size ‘but 19th
sotording to the number of housing units, and Miami ranks 44th
secording to populstion but 36th according to housing.
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- Figure 5. —PERCENT INCREASE IN TOTAL HOUSING UNITS, FOR STATES: 1950 TO 1960

] 099
10-19.9
20299

R 30499

UNITED STATES
AYERAGE
26% INCREASE

DECIMAL DROPFED FROM STATE FIGURES

| B 50 ond over
Figure 6.—PERCENT INCREASE IN TOTAL DWELLING UNITS,

.3, DEPARTIENT OF COMMIRCE. | SUBIAU OF THE Clrus

FOR STATES: 1940 TO 1950

0-9.9
10-19.9
20-299
30-49.9

50 and over

UNITED . STATES
AVERAGE
23% INCREASE

DECIMAL DROPPED FROM STATE FIGURES

U5 DEFARTMENT OF COMMERCE  BURKAL OF TE CONSUS




09610561 3SV3UDIQ ANV 0561-0v6L ISVRIONI [y

SN L 4O nvIns
IDWIWWOD 40 LNIWLEVEIA SN

0961-0S61 ONY 056L-0v61 ISVIIDIA SR

,n..«,n.wﬁxu_az«sa_é&mmﬁuum,.
wxa&,m VIION L3 a B

; © - 09610661 ANY 056106t 3

o961 OL OFST (STLINNOD VO 'SLINA ONBAOH JO HHINAN NI ONTEL— £




Summary of Findings XXV

Components of inventory change.—The difference between 1950
and 1860 counts of units represents the net shange in the housing
inventory for the period. An analysis of the componenta of change
between the two censuses is provided by the December 1959
Components of Inventory Change survey which is part of the
1960 Census of Housing. Results of this survey, which are based

on a sample of approximately 180,000 dwelling units, are sum-
marized in table E.

The net gain of 12.3 million dwelling units in the United States
from 1950 to 1959 resulted from the addition of about 16.9 million
units and the loss of about 4.5 million units. Thus, for roughly

every four units added to the inventory, one unit of the existing
supply was removed.

Tasre E.—ComroNeNTs oF CaaNGE IN TBE Housmvg Inven-
TorY, 1950 ro 1959

[Based on sample; see 1500 Consur of Housing, Volume TV, Compenents of Inseatory
Change, Part 1A, Figures for SMEA’s relate to aress defined a8 of Junzjk. 1854

Inside BMBA’

Component of change United

Outaids
States In Not in | BMBA’s
Total oentral geartral

oities oities

Dwelling units, Apr. 1850_.}48, 137,000 1126, 418,000 [{18, 188,000 {10, 230,000 |19, 7ig, 000
Net oh , 1950 to 1959.._....[12, 331,000 {| 8, 681,000 [ 2, 581,000 | 6,100,000 | 4,850,000
Units added through—
Conversion (nst gain)_.j 807,000 541, 000 364, 000 1785, 000 266, 000
Eln'ew construction._..._ 15,008,000 || 9,837,000 || 3,420,000 1 6, 408,000 6,1‘70,%
T 554,

sources........ 1,050,000 || 497,000 000 o0
U’i{mlmmx' ) 815,000 ’om " ”
erger 068) . ... 5, 4 000 | 150,000 317,000
Donitlon, L6~ ---- 1,923,000 | 1, oﬁ! 000 %"Q, 000 ﬁ o0 ) 000
her means. ... 5,783,000 1 678,000 || 372,000 | 903,000 | 1,107,000

Dwelling units, Dec. 1950. . (58, 408, 000 {185,099, 000 118,769, 000 (186, 330, 000 |28, 369, 000

New construction was the source of the largest number of
additions. In the December 1959 inventory, there were approxi-
mately 15,0 million dwelling unite which had been built between
April 1950 (the date of the 1950 Census) and December 19593
The new units amounted to roughly one-fourth of the 1959 in-
ventory, About 1.1 million dwelling units, or 1.8 percent of the
1959 inventory, had been added through “other sources’ (units
moved to site and units created from nonresidential space, rooming
houses, or transient accommodations), A gain of approximately
807,000 units, or 1.4 percent of the 1959 inventory, resuited from
conversion, which is the creation of two or more units from fewer
units through structursl alteration or change in use.

On the other hand, an estimated 1.9 million units of the 1050
inventory had been demolished and approximately 1.8 million
were lost through “other means.” The latter includes unite de-
stroyed by fire or flood; units which had become unfit for human
habitation; units changed to nonresidential use, rooming houses,
or transient accommodations; and units moved from site. Losses
through demolition and “other means” amounted to 8.1 percent
of the 1050 inventory. The loss from mergers (the result of
combining two or more units into fewer units through structural
alteration or change in use) amounted to 815,000 unite.

About seven-tenths of the net gain in the housing inventory
was inside SMSA’s. Approximately 10.9 million units had been
added to the inventory inside SMB8A’s while 2.2 million
were lost from the inventory. Most of the losses inside
SMB8A’s ocourred in the central cities, while most of the

¥ The Aigure of 15.0 million new dwelling units in the 1960 survey and the fgure of
18.0 million new bousing units (bulit January 1950 to March 1900} in the Apeil 1060
Census are within sampling error atter allowancs is made for differences in time perlod
and unit of enumeration. Thé 1960 concept of “dwelling unit” was retained for the
1980 survey so that ahmguunulmmldbcmmedmtu:ﬂtrby-unnbuh. The
QAffferances are discussed in Volume IV of the 1960 Housing reports, Part 1A,

additions ocomred outside the central cities. Outside BMBA’s,
approximately 6.0 million units had been added to the inventory
and 2.3 million units lost.

There are several differences between the December 1959 survey
and the April 1960 Census. The “dwelling unit” concept was
used in December 1959 and the “housing unit” concept in April
1980. New construction in the 1959 sarvey was identified by
direct eomparison with the 1950 Census records and the informa-~
tion on year built; new construction war measured from April
1950 through December 1959. New unite in the April 1980
Census, identified solely on the basis of year built, conaist of those
built in the period from January 1850 through Msrch 1960,
Other differences beiween the December 1959 survey and the
April 1960 Census include: The wuse of a sample of land area
segmenta in 1959 in conirast to the 100-parcent coverage for some
items and a systematic sample of housing units for others in 1960,
and the extensive use of self-enumeration in 1960 in contrast o
direct interview and the use of the 1950 records in the 1959 survey,
Furthermore, there are some differences between 1950 and 1960
in the number of standard metropolitan statistical areas and
their boundaries, the SMBA’s and central cities for the December
1950 survey baving been defined as of June 8, 1950. (More
detailed information on the changes between 1950 and 1958 is
provided in Volume IV of the 1960 Housing reports, Part 1A.)

OCCUPANCY CHARACTERISTICS

Ocoupied uwnits and population.—Between 1950 and 1980, the
number of occcupied units (households) incressed from 43.0 million
to 53.0 milion. The increase of approximately 10.0 million units
is the largest numerical increase ever recorded between successive
censuses (table F). The relative increase, a little over 23 percent,
was glightly greater than the inecrease from 1940 to 1950 and
greater than any of the increases for several preceding decades.
However, it was smalier than the 27-percent increase between

Ficure 8.—Incaeasg w Occurten Hovrnve Unrrs anp Poru-
raTioN, Torar anp NonwrarTs, Por THE UNrrep StaTss:
1890 To 1960
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1908 g 1818 during the pesk of the Europesn immigration snd
smmmkier than the inerenses during the latter half of the nineteenth
comtury, when the sverage was abwut 33 pereent per deeade.
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b for the poricd 1040 to 1980 (table F and figure 8).
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occupled unit decressed steadily from 4.8 persons in 1900 to 3.4
persons in 1960. The decrease is attributable to a number of
factors, A msjor factor was the decline in the birth rate up to
1840. More recently, there has been an increase in the number
of individuals who maintain their own households and a decrease
in the number of married couples who share the living quarters
of others.t

Occupancy by color.—Between 1950 and 1960, the number of
porwhite households increased st & faster rate than white hoyse-
holds. The number of oecupied units with nonwhite household
heads inereased from 3.9 million to 5.1 million, or 33 percent;
the number of unmits with white household heads increased from
9.1 million to 47.9 million, or 22 percent. The inoérease in
nenwhite houssholds was entirely within SM8A's, mostly in the
eemtral cities; outside SMBA’s, there was a slight decrease. The
inereage in white households also was concentrated inside SMSA’s,
bast largely outside the centfral cities (table G).

In 1960, spproximately 1 in 11 oecupied units in the United
Btates (9.0 percent) was oocupied by & household with nonwhite
head, Tn 1960, the ratio was approximately 1 in 10 (9.7 percent).
All but & small proportion of these units were ocoupied by house-
holde with Negro heads.

The Bouth continued to have the largest proportion of units with
nonwhite households, although the ratio decreased from one-fifth
{20 percent) in 1950 to about one-sixth (18 percent) in 1960. The
proporiions in each of the three other regions increased during the
decade—from 4 t0 8 percent in the North Central Region and from
5 to 7 percent in the Northeast and in the West.

Of the total number of unite with nonwhite households in the
United States, about two-thirds (64 percent) were in the South in
1950 and & little over half (54 percent) in 1960. The smalleat pro-
partion of the United Btates total was in the West—8 percent in
1950 and 11 percent in 1960.

Historieal data for conterminous United Btates indicate that the
higher rate of incresse in nonwhite households during the 1950’s,
eompared with white households, was a reversal of the trend that
was evident earlier. For several decades prior to 1950, the rates of
inerense in the number of nonwhite households lagged far behind
the rates of increase in the number of white households (table .
The pattern of population growth was somewhat different. Prior
to 1940, the white population grew faster than the nonwhite
population. From 1940 to 1980, the situation was reversed—the
nonwhite population grew faster than the white population. The
lowering of mortality combined with higher birth rates among the
nonwhites were paramount among the reasons for the increased
growth of the nonwhite population.

Population per occupied unit for both white and nonwhite house-
holds decreased steadily since 1890, except for the decade 1940 to
1950 when the average for nonwhite households showed an increase
aver the preceding decade. Population per occupied unit in con-
terminous United States deereased from 4.9 in 1890 to 3.3 in 1960
for white households and from 5.5 to 4.0 for nonwhite households.
For white and nonwhite households combined, the average de-
ereased from 6.0 in 1890 t0 3.4 in 1960, (In table F, total popula-
tion was used in the computation to provide consistency in the
series; In the detailed tables, population in housing units was used
in the eomputation.)

Homeownership vs, renting.—Homeownership in 1960 was at
the highest Jevel of any census year for the period beginning with
1890, when information on tenure was first collected by the Bureau
of the Census, Approximately 32.8 million housing units were
occupied by their owners in 1060, representing 62 percent of all
oecupied units. The numerieal gain of 9.2 million over the 23.6
million owner-ocoupied units in 1950 was the largest for any decade
{table H). The relative gain, however, was second to the gain

M;E‘)m from dmpcm B and € of 1860 Census of Population, VolumeI, Characlerittics
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between 1840 and 1950. The number of owner-oecupied units in
1960 was about 1% times the number in 1950, which in turn was
over 1% times the number in 1940,

The trend in the rate of owner occupanocy is fllustrated by figure
9. Homeownershxp was at the high rate of 48 percent back in 1890
but declined slowly to 46 percent in 1020. The rate increased
during the 1920’s, and by 1930 had regained its 1890 level. Af-
fected by the depression of the 1930’s, homeownership dropped to
a low of 44 percent in 1940.. “The rise in the level of income in the
1940’5 and 1950’; the high rate of new constriy 1, and Hberalized
home-financing ‘terms were among the fag ioh: eonbributed

- peroent-in 1960

[Flgures for 1960 based on sample and ' essentia]
léumu for 1950 based on complete oo ‘nt_ .
te to areas as defined for 1960. 1860

to clities designated central cities in. 1960 but
censuses; part of the inerease “‘{n.central oftiy
tral cities,’’ is due to annexations'sinee 1950."

The rates for renter oceupancy produced the reverse pattern.
The propertion of renter-oecupied units rose glowly from 52 percent
in 1890 to 54 percent in 1920, dropped to 52 percent in 1980, and
inereased o its highest level in 1940. This was followed by a sharp
decrease in the last two decades, with the renter vooupaney rate
reashing a low of 88 percent in 1960.

Compared with the gain in owner-occupied unita between 1960
and 1960, the increase of 872,000 renter-occupied units woes rela-
tively small. Numerieally, it was the smallest gain recorded for
sny decade—not counting the period 1940t0 1950, when there was
& slight decrease in the number of renter-oecupied units.

The North Central Region, with 67 percent, had the Wighest rdte
of owner ocoupancy in 1960; and the Northeast, with 56 percent,
had the Jowest of the four regions (table 1). Theate for the'Bouth
was 62 percent and for the West, 61 percent. ” The North Central
BegimhadthehighestmdtheNartthwdﬁh&l@wﬁstmmm
1950 and 1940 also.

“In only three States—Hawail, New York, and Alaska—and in
the District of Columbia, were there more renmters than home-

1980 owners. The owner occupancy rates were 41 peroent, 45 percent,
Golor of bousehold : and 48 percent for the respective Btates and 30 percent for the
unit by residence |Numberot| Per- - Distriet of Columbia (table 8). States with the highest owner
oosupled | eent occupancy rates were: Michigan (74 percent), Minnesota (72
COLOR AND
TENURE 1o Fioure 9.—Percent Owner-Occurtep anp Rentm-Occy-
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4,879,816 | 90,3 2.5 e
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%57 5 | 881 )
.0,00.0“ 100,0 3L5
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18,505, 949 | 100,0 925 | 18.8
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1 Not available for all SM8A’s,

s Tabulated only for the Bouthern Btates.




peresd), Utak (72 perecst), Indissa (71 percent), and Idaho
(71 proramt). Oslifornia; with 2.9 million unita ocoupied by their
awnnrn, Yo all the Btates jn the rumber of owner-socupied units.
mxm,mummmwwmmm
mmmmmn
TP WaS THOTE anm wtmw BMBA’s than
WWA mutely ¢ out of 3 ocoupied units (67
mm&muwamaawwamsmw
were ovoupiod by their owners.  Inside RMBA', the rate in the
apns sarkeidie central eitien (73 persent] was subsiantially Higher
than the rate jaside contral gities (47 porcent); it was aleo higher
than the rate outside BMSA's, The patiern was the same in
1650-~the Jowest rate of ewner goccupancy was in the contral
citien sz the highest was in the metropoliten territory outeide
oaptral sikien {table Gj.
Draing the 1980, homeownership grew wmout rapidly in the
WMBM&A::M&%W&M The growth was
9 s, with the large amoust of rew comstruction in these
m Cner-weoupied usits incressed 4.6 million, or 70 pereent,
in the portion of BMEA's outeide contral cities; 2.1 million, or
mmmmm,mmm,mmmm
BMBA's,
eressed sipee 1950, & ph p
mfhkam%dw&uhtﬁ@bhmmim In central cities,
the pumber jocressed 784,000, or 9 peroent; in the portion of
FMBEA'e sutside ventral citien, the saumber inereased 583,000, aor
16 peresnt. The number of rester-oooupied units outeide BMBA'g,
mwwm o ¥ peroent.
sewnetalip: was Tore coremon spong white than nonwhite
mmmmzm However, the mis of inerease since 1950
wan grenter for punwhite than for white homoowners. Be-
twesen, 1960 and 1968, the nember of woits vecupied by nonwhite
ewners fneyvmsed from 1.4 million to 2.0 million, or 46 percent;
wheresss Vhe wamber ocoupied by white owners ineressed from
223 willon to 598 million, or 88 percent. By 1960, approxi-
WKM&&WMW&MWM&MM
i MWWMMMMWWM
wmmm 45 percent, and lowest in the Northeast,
where 0 waa 27 persent. WWM!@WWMW
poroent buwd the bighwet cater of by rersiip smong nonwhites
anYMwMWmthhﬂﬁm(mm
There was & greater increase in the number of units oeeupled by
nomwhite renters than I the number ccoupied by white renters.
Immmm&mmmmmmufmm:ﬁm
ids was sbout 28 pereent; in contrast, the imcrease in
%mWWMLMWMIW
The large mamber of ity built betwees 1950 and 1960 was an
important soures of ncresse for both ewner-oscupied and rember-
weeapied inventories. Anotber part of the increase resulted from
chskgey in veeupaney during the decsde—for example, from
WWWMMMWMMWW Con-
4 : e, sdd other additions and losses

Pmmimwman.mmm‘mhmmm
v bevne sasiler; however, there pre indinstions of a slowing down
of ¥he trend i this direction. The median nuwber of persons in
wscwpied housing uvits was 3.0 tn 1960, as compared with 3.1 in
1550 anat B in 1940,

From: 1040 to 1650, there was a distinet wpward trend in the
sy of cuibe with 3, 2, 5, and 4 peesens snd & downward trend
e Mhow ovgebeer of wudty with & 8, 7, spd & or more persons (s
indieadedd by the perosntage di ons in figure 10). In com-

* Al datn o ihiges it torzare ave prowided dn Volome TV of the 1060 Honsing
regeriy, Fors 14,

Seates and Small Areas

Fioure 10.—Numser or PERsONs IN THE UwiT, FOR THE
Unirep Stares: 1940 To 1960
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parison with 1950, there were relatively more units in 1960 with
1, 5, and 6 persons; relatively fewer units with 3, 4, and 8 or more
persons; and the same proportions with 2 and 7 persons. In all
three census years, 2-person households were the most common;
however, 1-person households showed the sharpest growth over
the 20-year period.

In 1960, there were 7.1 million units (13 percent) occupied by
1-person households and 14.9 millon (28 percent) occupied by
2-person households (table J). Acecording to data in Volume
VII of the 1860 Housing reports, over half (53 percent) of the
1-person households were persons 60 years old or over. Further-
more, nearly half (47 percent) of the 2-person households were
households in which one or both persons were 60 or over.

Householde were smaller inside SMSA’s than outside SMSA's;
the mediana were 2.9 and 3.0 persons, respectively. Within
8MBA’s, the median household size was 2.6 persons in the central
cities and 3.2 persons outside central cities (table 2).

The Bouth, with a median of 3.1 persons, had the largest house-
holds of the regions; whereas the Weet, with & median of 2.8 persons,
had the smallest households, For the Northeast and North
Central Regions, the medians were the same—2.9 persons (table 2).

For the Nation as a whole, owner households were appreciably
larger than renter households; the medians were 3.1 and 2.6 persons,
respectively. In comparison with 1050, there was a greater
decrease in the size of renter houssholds than owner households
(table J).

Data on persons per room provide a rough measure of the
utilisation of space in the housing unit. The ratio assumes an
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TasLe J.—Numeer or PersoNs axp Prmsons Per Room:
1940 To 1960

{Data for 1960 based on sample; data for 1050 and 1640 based on scraplate count]

1360 1340, con.
Subject United . anjm' United
; nite: Inside Outeida tates
States 8MBA’s BﬁﬂA's § Bates !
Persons
Oecuix::ed housing 53023, 876
uni -] B3, 75 || 34,000,044 831 ;
7,074,971 | 4787709 | 102 ‘2’,3%:% 3&3‘7:%
14, 858, 746 ||':9,488 131 | 685 | 12,050,669 | &, 630, 461
10, 007,178 6,488,507, | 0,471 | 9, 787, 942 7,796, 168
THE LR LR
t y (D 3 2 - ] :
8,120,244 |1 1,910,887 | ;387 2 260,890 ;’,%',357
7 persons._ 1,437,850 || 836, 204 185 | 1664257 1,340,588
§ persons or More..... , 507, -783, 250 618 1,200,402 1 1,713,160
M ocnipled unita 3.0 : (.
oceup) . L0 2,97 3071 8 3.3
o] 3.1 3.2 3.0% é@ 4,3
. 2.8 1 2.4‘ 3.1 29 812
100.0 100.0 | . 100.0 100, 6 H
18:3 14,14 12,0 9.3 «’}g
28.0 291 .., 8.2 280 2.8
18. 9 10,117 188 228 2.4
17.2 17,8 16.8 18.4 18.1
1IL1 1.0 1,2 10.4 1.8
5.9 8,8 8.4 % 6.8
2.7 2.5 3.2 27 . 3.8
2.8 2.3 3.8 3.0 4.9
34,000,044 | 19,023,831 | 42,968,900 | 34,854,532
22, 280, 660°| 17,368, 80 | 25,817, 729 %m‘m
8,108,164 | - 4,068,700 | 10,872,506 874,000
2,542,223 | 1,608,827 | 4,108,783 | 3,0%, 80
978, 907 923,026 | 2,000,488 | 3,122 428
100.0 100,0 100.0 100,0
65,5 65.0 601} 84.9
4.1 2.4 M1l 4.8
7.5 48 9.8 L3
29 4.9 8.2, 9.0

1 Exclusion of Alaska azid Hawall nmomii:a to\;boﬁt m,mompied units,

equal distribution of persons’ and’ rooms:without regard for the
gize and type of Tooms or the age; 'sex, and relationship of the
occupants. < On the basis of -persons per room, housing units ‘on
the average were less crowded in«1960 than: they were in 1950
or in 1940. About 12 percent of the-oscupied unibs in 1960 had
1.01 or more persons per room,-compared with 16 percent in 1950
and 20 percent in 1940 (table J).: Inside SMSA’s, 10 percent of
the occupied units averaged more than.one person to a room in
1960; outside SMSA’s, the proportion was 14 percents

On the average, there was-less: crowding in owner-ocoupied
units than in renter-occupied units. - Roughly 1.in 12 owner-
occupied units, compared ~with 1 in 6 renter-ocoupied units,
had more than one person per room’ (table 6).

Year moved into unit.—At the tifue of the census in 1960, more
than one-fifth (22 percent) of the households had moved into
their present units during the preceding 13{ yesrs (January 1059
to March 1960). Approximately half (48 percent) the households
had moved into their units duritg the period from January 1950
through December 1958. - Thus, about seven-tenths of the house-
holds in 1960 had been living in their present units for less than
10% years. About one-sixth (17 percent) of the ‘households had
lived in their present units from 10 to 120 years and one-eighth
(13 percent) had occupied the same units for.more than 20 yesrs
(table K). : Gt ‘

There were marked differences among the regions in the
of time households had been occupying their present units. - Ap-
proximately 30 percent of the households inthe West in 1960 had
been living in their present units for 1 years or less {table 6).
In contrast, 16 percent of the households in the Northeast, 20
percent in the North Central Region; and 25 percent in the South
in 1960 had been living in their units for only a ghiort period. On
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Tasre K.—Yzear Hovssrotp Hzan Moven Isrxo Uwrr: 1960

, Inside BMBA'S
Year hogsebold head | United ~ . ;
moved tnto unit Btates In centrnl | Wotin m
Total eitles cemtral
875 | 34,000,044 4 18,505,909 | #95 | 19,020,831
oo | i or e 1| b aem bt B | ‘oot 90
I8 1ED) i)t )t
AR IR TR
Sl vty TExad| Tatwo) Hr
100,0 wooll  mee} e 100.0
23 a0l . ams] R 2.0
7.4 2] 189 186 16.0
167 178l 7 101 w7
1.6 14.0 I Bal . W8 120
168 1.5 161 e |y
13.4 | - 1.5 i 12.4 10,8 36,8

the other hand, only 8 percent of the households in the West in
1960 had been Hving in their present units for move than 20 years;
correspanding proportions for the other regions were 17 percent
far the Northeast, 15 percent for the North Central Region, snd
12 percent for the South. .

Owner households remained in their present units for a longer
period than renter housebolds. As indicated. in figure 11, about
lﬁperoentafthaomhamhm,inwnmmw&moentofm
renter households, had lived in fhe same wnits for over 20 years.
On the other hand, only 12 percent of the owner households, but
38 percent of the renter households, had lived in their units for
134 years or less.

Ficure 11.—Yrar Housenop Heap Movep Into Unir BY
Tenure, ror THE UNrrep Statss, Insipe awp Oursipe
STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATITICAL Anw 1960
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The praportion of oweer househelds that occupled their present |
uarters for over 20 years was larger outside BMBA's than inside
BMBA's; in turn, the proportion of surh households was higher in
sentral cities than in the metropolitan area outside central eities,
For renter households, the proportion that had lived in the same
urits for st least 20 years was higher in cemtral cities of BMBA's
than it wes owbeide central cithes or in the territory cutside SMBA's.

The proportion of owser households that had recently moved
into their units (during the 1% years preceding the census) was
the centrel cithes cr outuide BMBA's. The same pattern appiies

baged on the date the head moved into the unit. They roughly ®
reflect turnover of sesupenecy for househalds living in an sres in
1980); they do not indiente, for exsmple, the propartion that moved
fubo or outof an arest

Vacsuey situstion.—An important dlement of the housing fn-
ventory is the stock of vacaut housing units. In 1960, there were
4.8 million vaeant wnlts of 23l types, representing 9.1 percent of the
total bousing unite in the United States. Of thess vacancies,
about 522,000, or 0.9 percent of the total inventory, were avallable
for sale anly snd sbout 1.5 million, or 2.5 percent of the total in-
veutory, weve avallable for rent. (Avsilable vacant units are
units for yesr-round ogcupancy, are in sound or deteriorating
condition, ami are offered for sals or for rent.) The remaining
88 milion veeant urits imcude units intended for seasonal oo-
wipaney, uuita i dilapidated oomdition, and units held off the
ket for vther ressens (table 1),

Coeupered with 1980, the number of vacant untts has inoveased

stantislly, partioutarly the supply of available vaosncles. In
1950, there were approximately 3.2 million vaeant units of all
types, amounting to 6.9 pereent of the total housing inventary.
mﬁMMvmmu,ma.smtmmmmm,
were svallabie for sale only and sbout 520,000, or 11 percent of
the total inventory, wers aveilable for rent.

Aveiiable vacant units constitute the supply of vaeant units on
the maie or rents} market. The forsale and for-rent rates based
on the totel inventory indicste the level of the total avaflable
supply; Tates based on the homeowner and remtal inventories,
hawever, move adequately describe the separate sale and rentel
sk, mmwvmeymtehmxmmwm
Giomship: betwoen vaonnt units svaflable for sale and the total
hinpcwner lnventory (which condets of the wner-occupied units
sod the vaenst units svailable for sale). Bimilerly, the rental
avallable for rent and the total reotal imventory (which oconsists
of the rester-oecuplisd units and vasent units avadable for rent),
The homeswne rate {n 1960 wns 1.8 percent; that is,
1.6 pereent of the hommeowner inveptory was vacant and avail-
sble for nale. The rentsl vacancy rate was 6.7 peroent; that is,
8.7 percent of the rental inventory was vacant and available for
reut. These rates are mubetitially higher than the regpective
rates ol 0.9 and 2.8 peteent in 1950, indioating an easing of the
mwﬂwmwyMammmmlm '

Bath the bomeowner and rentsl vaeancy rates varisd con-
siderably by vegion (table 1), Moreover, the Northeast with the
lowent homeowner vacaney rate (1.2 percent) aleo had the lowest
resstal vaceney rate (4.9 pureent). On the other hand, the West
mmmmmmmmrmmmn also had
theme‘mmgymmS pereent). The North Central
Hagion had the necond lowest rates (homeowner vacaney rate of
1.3 percent and ventsl vacsney rats of 6.7 percent) and the South
had the seeond Mighest rates vacancy rate of 1.8
peroent and rental vaeaney rate of 8.0 pereent).

AR i ¥

ommmmmmmmmtmmmwmmvmwum
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—~Vacant Housve Units, BY CONDITION anp
Tan L Sratus: 1960 anp 1950

1ad untts based on sample and esseny ! 1y in agreement with

[Figures for 1000 oo, figures for vacant units and all 105¢ figures based on coraplats

oam;aate count; I
faun

1960 k/
Ingide SMBA's 1950,
: Outatd gtﬁ%et%dx
ul ]
22,}2:;‘ In 8MBA’s
Total central
cities
53,226,357 |88, 386, 215 |19, 622, 145 |21, 840, 142 |46, 137, 076
- 1,046,618 | 1,020,316 | 1,610,300 | 2,088, 021
',2;5“"13.% (776,611 | 938 717 | 1,281, 754 | 1,528, 858
(1,074,826 || 1,311,283 | 774,044 ,503 | 735, 582
sor 780 || 86,878 | 134,485 [ 170,402 | 215874
| 1,453,046 || 989,855 | 640,480 | 493,191 | 519,708
578 || 180, 764 50, 468 83, 84
gﬁ 216 || eeo202| 17,684 | 188714 |} TeTTH
b67, 345 || 218,722 05,621 | 348,623
501,352 || 172,707 90,508 | 328,645 | 534,685
1,742,465 || 436, 558 86,830 | 1,305,012 | 1,110,185
53,023, 875 |34, 000, 044 [18, 505, 049 19, 023, B31 42, 668, 500
100,0. 100.0 100.0 100, 100,0
61 54 5.2 7.3 45
El 4,9 4.8 5.8 3.3
3.4 3.8 3.9 3.0 18
2.0 1.0 0.7 0.8 0.5
2.5 2.6 3.3 2.2 L1 !
0.4 0.4 0.8 0.4
4| os 0.3 01 0.8 17 4
1.0 0.8 0.5 1.8 }
fos 0.5 0.5 15 12 ¢
43,0 L2 0.4 8.0 2.4 s
.9 93.4 %4.3 88,7 93.1
Homsowner vacanoy rate... L8 17 15 1.3 0.9
Rmhlmcymg ...... - 4.7 6.4 6.2 7.3 2.8
1 Units in the category “nonresident’” (those temporarily oceupied by persons with
nsual residence slse wers dlatribut(:ed among ssasonal units, dﬂapft)i.;ated untts,
snd units beld oft ths market.

The homeowner vacaney rate was higher inside SMSA’s of the
United States than outside SMSA’s. The rental vacanecy rate,
however, was lower inside than outside SMSA’s (table L), Inside
BMBA’s, both the homeowner and rental rates were lower in the
central cities than in the portion outside the central cities.

Rates for individual SMSA’s varied considerably. The home-
owner and rental vacancy rates for the 24 SMSA’s with a popula-
tion of 1,000,000 or more in 19680, and their respective central
cities, are fllustrated in figure 12. In all 24 SMSA’s, the home-
owner rate for the central city (or eities) was about the same as or
lower than the rate for the entire SMSA. A different pattern
emerges for the rental vacancy rates, however; for half the areas;
the rate for the central city {cities) was higher than the rate for
the entire SMSA. The San Diego SMSA had the highest home-
owner vacancy rate (4.0 percent) and the Paterson-Clifton—
Passaic SMSA had the lowest (0.8 percent). The Houston SMSA

had the highest rental vacancy rate (14.1 percent) and the New
York 8MSA had the lowest {2.4 percent).

In 7 of the 24 SM8A's (Ban Diego, Houston, Dallas, Atlanta,
Kansas City, Washington, D.C.-Md.-Va., and Baltimore) the
homeowner vacanoy rate exceeded the average of 1.7 percent for
all 8MBA’s in the United States. In 8 SMSA’s (Houston, San
Diego, Seattle, Detroit, Dallas, Kansas City, Los Angeles-Long
Beach, and San anuisco~0akland), the rental vacancy rate ex-
ooeded the average of 8.4-percent for all SMSA’s in the United

The homeowner and rental vacancy rates describe the matket
conditions of vacancies available for sale or rent. In the analysis
of the total vacaney situation, consideration should be given to
vacant units not on the availablg market. These include units
intended for seasonal oceupancy, dilapidated units, units already
rented or sold and awaiting ocoupancy, and units held for ocea-




Summary of Findings

sional use or other reasons. The combined total of vecant units
not on the available sale or rental market in the United Btates was

3.3 million units, which represented 5.7 percent of the total
inventory.

F1gurE 12. —HoMEOWNER aND RENTAL Vacaney RaTes, rox
STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL ARBAS OF 1,000,000
InrABITANTS OR MORE AND CenTrRAL CrTigs: 1960

[Ranked by popniation siee}
H
G et
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Bessonal units constitubed the major portion of vacant units
not on the market for sale or for rent. Most of the seasonal
vacancies were vacation homee used for summer or winter recrea-
tion; others were cabins and houses reserved for loggers, herders,
or migratory farmworkers who would osoupy the quarters during
the periods of employment. In 1960, there were 1.7 million vacant
units (3.0 percent of the total inventory) intended for seasonal
ocoupancy. Approximately three-fourths of these units were
located outside BMBA's, and about three-eighths were in the
Northeast. In 1950, the number of seasonal vecaneles was about
1.1 million.

Dilapidated vacancies in 1960 amounted to 501,000 units
(0.9 percent of the toial invenfory). Two-thirds of the dilapi-
dated vaeant units were located outside BMSA’s, Dilapidated
vacant units were ingluded im the housing invenfory provided
they were still usable as Mving quarters; thay were excluded if
they were unfit for human habitation. In eomparison with 1950,
there was a slight decresse in the number of dilapidated vacancies.

About 1.1 mfllion vacsnt units (1.9 percent of the total inven-
tory) were for yesr-round occitpeney and were not dilapidated,
but were held off thessle or rental market. - Of this group, approxi-
mately 235,000 units had been rented or sold but not yet occupied.
About two-fifths of the vacancies that had been rented or sold
were located inside BMBA's but outside the central cities. Al-
though these units were not part of the svaflable market, they re-
flect that part of the sepply wikch had been “@poken for,”’ About
282,000 vacant units, two-thirds of which were cutside SMBA’s,
were being held for occasional use. These were unifs reserved by
their owners for weekend or other cconsional use during the vear.
Units of this type are sometimes referred to as “second homes.”
It is poesible that some units held for occasional use were insluded
with the seasonal group because of the difficulty of distinguishing
between the two categoties. The remaining 567,000 vacant unite
were held off the market for personal reasons of the owner, settle-
ment of estate, use by a carstaker or janitor, and other reasons.

STRUCTURAL CHARACTERISTICS

Age of struoture.—One of the significant factors affecting the
distribution of housing units by age of structure has been the
amount of new oonstriuction in recent years. The high rate of
residential construction in the postwar period of the late 1040’s
continued through the 1950’s. By 1060, the proportion of the
housing inventory that was less than 10 yeara old was substantial.
Approximately 16.0 million housing units in the United States,
amounting to over one-fourth (28 percent) of the 1960 inventory,
were in structures built in the last 10 years (table M). In 1950,
about one-fifth (21 percent) of the units had been built during the
10 years prior to the census. The proportion of new units in 1940
was close to one-gixth (18 percent), reflecting in part the relatively
low building level during the depression of the early 1930°s.

Deepite the large number of new units in 1660, almost half the f

housing units in the inventory (47 ¢ Jeere maore. thap 40

old.TIR Tepresstts about the same proportion of older

prliBrintn

Tt &8 in 1950 (48 peroent) but. am incresse since 1940 (when the 5

proportion was 41 percent).

Consistent with the trend to metropolitan living, approximately
two-thirds of the new unita (10.8 million of the 16.0 million) were
inside BMBA’s; in tarn, approximately two-thirds of the new units
inside 8MBA's were located outaide the central cities (table 11).
About 70 percent of all the new units in 1960 were occoupied by
thetr owners, about 20 percent were ooconpied by renters,’ and
the remainder were vacant, )

The figure of 16.0 million for new units existing in 1960 is not
the socumulated number of units built during the 1950's; it
represents the number of units construeted during the 1950°s, plus
the number created by conversion minus the number lost in
structures originally built during the 1950's. Estimates based on

T Table 3 in Volume II of the 1980 Housing reports.
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eiber comges dote fndioabe that the number of converslons mod
Yommen spmong wew units bs rdatively very small®  The 16.0 million
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{with weme slowsnes for units bullt in the peried January to
Mareh 1950 represeuts the wet s of units in struetures built
prbor bo 1900; that js, theee were roughly 2.8 million mure units lost
o th wpiky thes ware geined through eonversdon or other means.
{Hee ales weothon on “Cospponsuts of Inventory Change.”)
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other divisions, the Middle Atlantie and the West South Central,
aeeount for about one-fourth of all the new units, and the four
remaining divisions aceount for the balance.

A different kind of distribution for the divisions is obtained
when the new units are related to the total housing units in the
respective divisions, The Pacific and Mountain Divigions rank
firat, with about 37 percent of their housing units having been
bailt during the 1950°s. The three divisions in the South had the
next highest proportions of new unité, followed by the two divi-
sions eomstituting the North Central Region. The New England
and Middle Atlantic Divisions, each with about 20 percent, had
the lowest proportions of new units (table 1).

For individual States, the percentage of new units varied widely
{figure 14). Six States had proportions of 40 percent or more;
Alaska (56 percent), Florida (52 percent), Arizona (51 percent),
Nevada (48 percent), New Mexico (43 percent), and California
(40 percent). There were 10 States with proportions ranging
from 30 to 39 percent, and 23 States with proportions from 20 to
20 percent, In the remaining States (New York, South Dakota,
Pennsylvania, Nebraska, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New
Hampshire, West Virginia, Jowa, Maine, and Vermont) and in the
Digtriet of Columbia, the proportions of new units were below 20
percent—the lowest being 14 percent in Vermont.

Another aspeet of the amount of new housing, not revealed by
percentage figures, concerns the large numbers of new units in
fitates which already had large housing inventories. For example,
New York State bad 1.1 million new units, although the propor-
tion amounted to only one-fifth of the 5.7 million housing units in
the Btate. Other States with large numbers of new units but
which fall below the 30-percent level of new housing units are
Ohio with approximately 0.8 million and Illinois, Michigan, and
Pennsylvania each with approximately 0.7 million new units.
The numbers of new units were large also in California, Texas,
snd Florida, but they represented relatively high percentages of
the total housing units in these States (table 5).

Data for individual counties, on the proportion of new units
to the total units in the county, are shown in figure 15. For
approximately 1 in 5 counties, the proportion of new units was
30 percent or more, On the other hand, only 1 in 100 counties
had a proportion of 5 percent or less.

Units in structure, basement, elevator in structure—The stock
of 1-unit detached structures increased much faster between 1950
and 1960 than the inventory as a whole. While the total inven-
tory of housing units increased about 26 percent, the number of
1-unit detached structures increased 39 percent, bringing the total
number of such units to 40.9 million (table M). - Thus, about 7
out of 10 units in the United States in 1960 were 1-unit detached
houses, An additional 6 percent were 1-unit attached structures—
the row houses and semidetached houses found in some localities.
The aggregate of 1-unit structures, therefore, represented 76 per-
cent of the total housing units in 1980, indicating a strong prefer-
ence on the part of the Ameriean household to live in a single-unit
structure. About 8 percent of all housing units were in structures
with 2 units, 5 percent were in structures with 3 or 4 units, and
the remaining 11 percent were in structures with 5 or more units
(table 113, Compared with 1950 and 1940, the proportion of
units in S-or-more-unit structures in 1960 was practically the same;
the proportion of units in 1-unit detached structures, however,
was higher in 1960 than in 1050 or 1940 (table M),

Owner-occupied units were predominantly in 1-unit structures
(table 11). Over nine-tenths of the owner-occupied units were
in l-unit structures and most of the remainder (exclusive of
trailers) were in structures with only 2 units. Of the renter-
oeceupled units, about half were in l-unit structures and one-
fourth were In structures with 5 or more units, Units in multiunit
structures, both owner occupied and renter occupied, were found
primarily in urban areas.
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Tasre N.—BaseMENT v StrUCTURE AND Numser or Bep-

RrROOMs: 1960
[Based on sample]
United States Inside SMEA’s Outside SMBA's
Bubject
Number | Per. Number | Per- | Number Per.
cent cant cenit
Bagement
Allhousingunits.| 58,314,784 | 10p. ¢ 36,374,700 | 100,
Basement 8L480,027 | 540 || 20 4n a1 | o o 8‘%8: o e
Conerete slab_. 1400,250 | 127 | 4,000,802 | 137 417, 388 1.0
(027 AR 18,425,507 [ 33,3 (| 8,013,307 | 24§ 10, 512, 110 47.9
Bedrooms
Allhousingunits.| 58,228,794 | 100,0 || 35,294 211 100,0 | 21,934
NODB. - eeeeoommee 2448702 | 42 1786818 | 4o St oo i
1 bedroom... 10, 106, 726 17.4 6,704, 984 18.7 | 3,311,742 1581
2 badrooms. 21,047,787} 86.1 )| 12,657,412 ) 34 9] g 390, 375 38.3
3 bedrooms. .. ... 18,280,710 | 3LS || 11,679,608 | 319 6, 680, 023 0. 4
4 bedrooms or more..| 6, 385,770 L0 3,475, 303 9.6 2,910,467 13.3

Approximately 767,000 trailers occupied as housing units
were included in the housing inventory in 1960 (table 11),  Mobhile
trailers were included, as well as trailers on permanent foundations.
Most of the trailers in 1960 (ahout nine-tenths) were occupied by
their owners. There were roughly the same number of trailers in
urban as in rural areas, and about the same number inside as
outside SMSA’s. However, there were very few trailers in the
central cities of SMBSA’s.

More than half of all housing units in 1960, 54 percent, were in
structures with a basement (table N). A small proportion, 13
percent, were in structures built on a concrete slab. The remain-
ing 33 percent, classified as “‘other,"” were in structures built on
foundations with only crawl space or in structures resting on
supports or directly on the ground. In urban centers (central
cities of MSA’s), approximately two-thirds of the units were in
structures with a basement. The figures in the category “base-
ment”’ do not represent the number of basements in residential
structures, inasmuch as some structures have more than one
housing unit but only one basement. :

Regional differences in the type of construction are striking.
In the Northeast, 89 percent of the units were in structures with a
basement; in the North Central Region, this proportion was 74
bercent. In the South, most of the units, 62 percent, were in the
“other”” category and only 19 percent were in structures with a
basement. In the West, about half the units were in the “other™
category and 27 percent were in structures with a basement. Of
the four regions, the West had the highest proportion of units in
structures built on a conerete slab—24 percent (table 5).

Information on elevator in structure (as well as information on
basements, discussed above) was first collected in a housing census
in 1960. The description of the structure as walkup or elevator
type, however, was limited to housing units in large cities and fur-
ther limited to housing units in structures with four floors ar more
(table 21). . New York City, with its preponderance of rental units,
clearly had the highest proportion of units (56 percent) in strue-
tures with four floors or more; roughly half of these units were in
structures with elevators and half were in walkup structures.
Several additional cities in the East had more than a fourth of
their housing units in structures with four floors or more, many of
which were “walkup’ structures.

Rooms and bedrooms,—Measured by number of rooms, housing
units on the whole were larger than they were in 1950 or in 1940,
The median for all units in the United States in 1960 was 4.9
rooms. This compares with & median of 4.6 in 1950 and 4.7 in
1940, The increase from 1950 to 1960 is attributable to the up-
ward trend in the proportion of units with 5, 8, and 7 rooms; each
of these categories in 1960 represented a larger percenta,g_e of the
total housing inventory than in 1950 or 1940, as indicated in figure

g
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Fioure 16.~Numser or Rooms 1N THE Uwnir, ror THE
Unrren States: 1940 1o 1960
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18. Each of the remaining categories except the 2-room group
represented the same or a smaller proportion of the inventory in
1960, although the number of units in each category increased;
for the 2-room group, there was a decrease in both the number
and percentage since 1950 (table M).

Units with § rooms constituted the largest single group in 1960
and units with 4 rooms constituted the next largest group. To-
gether they amounted to almost half (48 percent) of the total
housing units. Only 3 percent were 1-room units, and 7 percent.
were units with 8 rooms or more (table M). On the whole, owner-
oceupied units were much larger than renter-oceupied units, as in-
dicated by the median of 5.5 rooms for owner-oecupied units and
3.9 rooms for renter-occupied units,

Housing units were about the same size ingide SMSA’s as out-
side SMSA’s—the medians being 4.8 and 4,9 rooms, respectively.
Within S8M8A’s, hawever, they were somewhat amaller in central
cities than outside central cities—the medians being 4.6 and 5.1
rooms, respectively (table 10).

Housing units were larger in the Northeast and North Central
Regions than in the South and West. The medians were 5.1 and
5.0 rooms in the Northeast and North Central Regions and 4.7
and 4.6 rooms in the Bouth and West, respectively (table 1). In
all {four regions, the medians were higher than in 1950, By States,
the medians in 1960 were largest in Vermont with 5,7 rooms, Dela-
ware and Pennsylvania esch with 5.6 rooms, and Maryland with
5.6 rooms. The smallest were in Alaska with 3.5 and Nevada with
4.1 rooms. The Distriet of Columbia, viewed for some purposes
a8 & State, had & median of 3.9 rooms.
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Wumsbor of bedrooms i the unih was & new item for the 1944
Comns.  Pewalis show that wweet unite (67 pervent) had either two
o Yhrer hodrovmss aad 11 pereesnt had tour or mote {tatle N). On
e b hend, 17 peresst had ooly ot bedroom, and 4 pereent
bt mome.  Other sonsus duie ¥ indieate that the latter ponsiebed
largrhy of Toeomm ppartusmte, which were eonmdered a8 having no
hodsooms,  As with pomae, T Suivibution of wsits by nenber of
basbrovms differed sgritennily by temure.  Abwut 57 pereent of the
ervnaronswpbed woite had Yhres bedrovms or more in contrast to
35 pereant of the veuker-mipled wnits; and enly 7 peresnt of the
ewnpr-oceuphed aslts bod one or Bo bedroem in contrast to 40
peavent of the remterocsapied wuits (able 105

HOUSING QUALITY

Con wmd plembing faciities.—— T vernbination of data on
eomditlon sud phombing feellitis s convidered one meamire of
harnsing ey, 16 Sakeos secoant of the physieal charaeteristion
b the wib--the weastarsd eondithen sud the presemee of basic
plmbing focllitien {water wupply, tollet facilities, and bathing

fwcllitien). A . el factors a3 Wght, veutilation, and
nbghborbod sl vy, partioalarly in urban aress, it is

vt » thags 1o o large svale conaus enumeration,
Thepe sk, mewever, sften e clomly ssmocisted with eon-
Ao and phebing faciities.

Doty on the twp sublests in eombination provide a more
comprehemive mesvre of housng quality then data on plurmbing
fucilitios shomwm, In vorsl aress, beenuso n comperstively large
proportion of bousing widls Jack plombing fecilities, it B not
prastioad Yo ue phabing on 6 sole mdisater of housing quality.
1o wrban svess, sithough plon ¢ faoiiitien are an important
elemen in the detovndnoting of honsing quality, the meve presence
of tacliitien dues wob pregiude the powibllity of srious housing
e, @ thres-way  dlamifiestion  {sownd, deteriorating,
g 3w usedl to wseasere eondition, eompared with a
two-way clmifivation {not diapidated, dilapidated) in 1950.
Although the 1950 soneept of *dilspidated” was retained for 1960,
it i possible that the ehange from the two-way to the three-way
clasrifiention trodueed sn dement of difference in the statistios,
Vurthersmore, even with detelled estroetions and visual aids in
traintipg the onspmmerntors in both 1960 and 1950, it was not possible
b mebipey wborm posnlbn: thus, the dats for some aress may have
& wider margin of relative aror than for others.

Wensured by owndithon aud plussbing facilitien, the quality of
housng eproved simes 1950 Approximately 48.1 million units
{74 poveent of gl bowsing unite) in 196D were reported in sound
eomdition aud o baving ol phenbing facilities-—piped hot water
s private Sush toilet sud bathiubs (or shawer) inside the strueture
thakde (0.  An additionsl 4.6 million wnits (8 pereent) had all
piamebing faelities but they were in deteriorating condition, that
in, they wete net didapidated but needed more repair than would
be povidd o the course of regular mabtensnce. Thus, the
emmbined group of bousdng units which were in seund or dete-
viesting vosdition wnd had all plumbing facilities smounted to
47.7 willin weits, or 81 pereent of the bousing inventory. Com-
pared with the 20.1 million units {68 percent; in 1050 that were
‘et ddapidated, with private tollst aed bath, and hot running
waber,” this represents an inerasse of 18.8 million units.  In part,
e bprevenmed wan due to the lurge areunt of new construction
durlog the 1900s. Ao, theough plumbing improvements and
shrsertoral vepairs, somee of the existing unlts shifted from “lacking
plumlsing Teediths” to baving “sdl faeilitles” and from “dilap-
mwﬁ to “swupd or deteriorating.”’  (Bee Volume IV of the 1960
Bovsng veports, Part 1A, for data on the ehanges in condition and
phamblng between Y000 and 1000 on a unit-bry-unit bagis,)

g
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States and Small Areas

Tasry O.—Warer SUPPLY AND CoNDITION AND PLUMBING
Facrurries: 1960 anp 1950

iData for 1680 hazed on sample; data for 1850 based on complete count]

1960 1950,
i United
fabjoct United || Inside | Outside | Btates
Btates SMBA’s SMBA’s
Water Supply
All houshng wnits ..o oenr- 58,318,207 || 36,877,973 21,940,324 | 46,137,076
Bty el water tnakda strue. h , , , 874,
g?{ﬁ% g?m inside structure_..| 4,127, 667 506,567 | 8,581,100 7,918, 343
PerceBl. . .cooummamammmen 100,0 100,0 100,90 100,0
no TS i ) | el wr| o
Only osdd piped water inside struc. 3 N X
N%tpéﬂl &fm inside structure.... 7.1 L6 16,1 17.2
Condition snd Plumbing
Pacilities
Al houstng units.. oo 58, 818,297 || 36,377, 978 | 21,940,324 | 46,137,076
Bound or deteriorating: :
%suand, with all plumbing faeil .| 43,140, 521 |1 29, 780,099 | 13, 360, 422 } 29, 124, 449
er., with all plumbing facfl, .| 4, 577,584 2,755,186 | 1,822,300
Bound, lacking only hot water e« 407, 108 216, 236 275, 982 } 1,496, 571
Theter., lscking ouly hot water. .| =341, 978 170,730 | 171,236 7
oand, lackiug otbe plumb.acly 3 08 0 || 1,385 80 | % 5ip i |} 11 010,623
. mb, facil 3, ,
mlnpmm L 2,801, 1,178,306 | 1,713,609 | 4,505,533
PORIL - s v mmmm mmms 100, 0 100, 0 100, 0 100,0
Beund or deteriovating:
With all plumbing facilities. . ... 818 89.4 69.2 63.1
Lacking onty bot water. ... .- 1.4 1,1 2.0 3.2
Lacking nther plumbing facil....- 118, 6.3 20.9 23.9
Dilapidated. ... wneremmenemainnen 5.0 3.2 7.8 9.8

In the remaining categories tabulated for condition and plumb-
ing facilities, there were decreases since 1950 in both the numbers
and percentages. Units which were dilapidated or lacked one or
more plumbing facilities amounted to 10.6 million (18 percent of
the total inventary) in 1960 as compared with 17.0 million (37
percent of the inventory) in 1950. The decrease in the number of
units dilapidated or lacking plumbing facilities was due partly to
the removal of a large number of such units from the inventory
through slum clearance, urban renewal, highway construetion, and
the like, and partly to the upgrading of existing units through the
installation of plumbing facilities and renovation of the physical
structure.

Housing units that were dilapidated or lacked plumbing facilities
were distributed somewhat unevenly by regions., The South,
with about three-tenths of all the housing units in the United
States, had close to half (5.0 million) of all the units that were
dilapidated or lacked plumbing facilities; the North Central
Region, also with about three-tenths of all the housing units in the
United Btates, had about three-tenths (3.0 million) of the total
units that were dilapidated or lacked plumbing facilities (table 3).

In figure 17, five levels of quality are compared by residence and
tenure of the unit and by color of household head. As shown by
the chart, the proportion of units reported in sound condition and
as having all plumbing facilities in 1960 was higher for units inside
SM8A’s than for units outside SMSA’s, higher for owner-occupied
units than for renter-occupied units, and higher for units with
white bousehold heads than for units with nonwhite household
heads. With respect to dilapidated units, the comparisons are
reversed-—the percentage dilapidated was lower inside than out-
side BMEA’s, lower for owner-occupied than for renter-occupied

units, and lower for units with white than with nonwhite household
heads.

By States, the proportions of units in either sound or deterio-
rating condition and having all plumbing facilities ranged from
about 51 percent in Mississippi to 93 percent in California (figure
18). In every State, both the number and percentage of units in
this eategory increased since 1950, At the same time, the number
of units that were dilapidated or lacked plumbing facilities de-

\
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Summary of Findings

F:GUREUI 7.'—CONDITION AND PrumsiNg Faciorries or Hous-

NG Units, BY TENURE AND COLOR, AND BY INSIDE AND
OurtsIDE STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS FOR
rae UNITED StATES: 1960 ’

PERCENT

UNITED STATES
TOTAL

INSIDE SMSA'S
IN CENTRAL

CITIES

NOT IN CENTRAL
CITIES

OUTSIDE SMSA'S

OWNER

RENTER

WHITE \

NONWHITE

PERCENT

SOUND

DETERIORATING
'f\j

With dll Lacking . .

plumbing plumbing With all l‘nclgqg 1 DILAPIDATED

facilities | facilities plumbing | plumbing L~ "~
facilities facilities |

LEGEND

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE BEML F THE CEMSUS

creased between 1050 and 1960 in every State except Alaska; the
decreases ranged from about one-fifth in some States to a little
more than one-half in others (table R). Alaska, which more than
doubled its housing inventory since 1850, had an jnerease in the
number of units that were dilapidated or Jacked plumbing facilities
(although this group represented a smaller proportion of the total
inventory in 1960).

Water supply, toilet and bathing facilities.—Piped hot and cold
water has become a common facility in the American home. In
1960, about 87 percent of the housing units had hot and cqld
piped water; in 1950, the proportion was 70 percent (table O).
Piped water inside the structure, but cold only, was the type of
water supply for about 6 percent of the housing units in 1960, ’as
compared with 13 percent in 1950. Presumably, some of the u.mts
in the “cold water” group in 1950 had acquired facilities for piped

XXxXvn

Frovae 18.—Houvsing Uwnrrs v Sounp or DETERIORATING
CowpiTioNn aNp Wrte  arn Prumeinc Facrorriss, For
StaTus: 1960 anp 1950
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hot water by 1960. The remaining 7 percent of the 1960 units
{4.1 million) had no piped water inside the structure. A small
proportion of these units had piped water outside the structure;
but, for the most part, they consisted of units for which the only
source of water was a hand pump, open well, spring, or the like.
In 1950, units with no piped water inside the structure amounted
to 17 percent of the total inventory. In both 1950 and 1960,
no piped water inside the structure was primarily & rural
characteristic.

Tmprovements were indicated also by the data on toilet and
bathing facilities. The proportion of units with s flush toilet
inside the structure for the exclusive use of the occupants increased
from 60 percent in 1940 to 71 percent in 1950, then to 87 percent
in 1960 (table P). Similarly, the proportion of units with a private
bathtub (or shower) increased from 56 percent in 1940 ta 69 per-
cent in 1950, then to 85 percent in 1860. Corresponding de-
creases oecurred both in the propoertion of units with no flush
toilet or bathtub (or shower) and in the proportion of units with
shared facilities. By 1960, the proportion with no flush toilet
was 10 percent (6.0 million units) and the proportion with no
bathtub (or shower) was 12 pereent (6.9 million units). Sharing
facilities was relatively uncommon in all three census years; in
1960, the proportion was 3 percent for toilet facilities and 3 percent
for bathing facilities. Units with shared facilities were found
largely in urban areas; on the other hand, units with no flush toilet
or bathtub (or shower) were found primarily in rural areas.

Regional patterns for the separate plumbing facilities are gimilar
to those for plumbing combined with conditivn. The proportions
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Taseg P—Torrwr avp Batmmve Faciwrrms: 1940 1o 1960

[vatn b Y9900 buzed en sumnpide; Sute for MG and 2040 based on compinte eount]
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Dutbtad o s, shumnd 29 by 18 3.9 4.7
Pu hathdml o dhower . ... 1.9 41 4.8 w08 .1
i Fowolnoten of Alpckn and Hawall swms b sppootbmately 118,900 units (ses tabls

&, fonmite &

of units with piped hot water, private flush teilet, and private
bathtul (or shower) were well above the national averages in the
Went and i the Northenst, about the same ss the national aver-
ages in the North Cleetral Reglon, and below the national averages
in the Bouth. In all reglons eseept the South, there were more
units with piped bot water than with private toflet or bathing
faeliition; in the Bouth, there weve move units with private flugh
tedot then with piped hot water (table 8).

Bathrooms ~—Approximetdy 5 out of 6 housing units (48.5
widion) in 1960 had one or meve bathrooms (table (). Among
owner-soraphed units, about 89 pereent had ope or more bath-
roomas; whereas sinong renter-ocoupied units, the proportion was
T poreent.  Between urban spd rural housing, there was an even
greater differenve—a1 poreent of all urban units, in eontrast to
65 pereest of all rueal waite, bavieg one or more bathrooms
{table 167,

Of the 48.5 milion units with one or mere bathrooms in the
United Biates, approximately 3.9 mitlion had one bathroom plus
a pertis! bathroom sed 4.8 milllon hed two bathrooms or more,
Mont. of the units with more than one bathroom (almost even-
eighths) were cwner compled.

The itesn vn bathrooms s 5 new one for the 1960 Census of
Housing. By definition, & unit is considered to have a bathroom
if it b piped bt water, private fhish toilet, and private bathtub
bor showers; o wnit has o bathroow plus 5 partial bathroom if it
bas an edditional private fush tollet or an additional private
bthebul {(or shower).

Tams Q. —Numsur cr Barerooms: 1960
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States and Small Areas

Tane R.~—Hovsing Uwrts 1N DILAPIDATED CONDITION OR
Lacking Promsine Facirriss: 1960 anp 1950

[Data for 1960 based on sample; data for 1050 baged on complete count)

Dilapidated or lacking
Total housing units o é)m e cilitios

» Per-

Btate gefgt sos geut
0 950 change,

1960 1950 cllggax%g. 196 change

1960 1960
United States. ... |68, 326,357 146,137,076 | 26,4 10,591,192 [17,013,25¢ } —87.7
857 | 14.6| 38,206 | 677,185 | —33.9
gg;:% 833, o7z| 1082 ‘ezno| *1n1d9| 289
415,834 | 240,750 | 727 , 90,166 | —20.1
AR e

690, 52.2 ) y —28,
E iR

611,162 | 8.9 70, . -~37.
ﬁ%.% 97,013 | 48,2 18, 951 20,513 | ~35.8
262, 641 ,788 | 14.8 20,954 | —24.0
"l 1,776,961 | 952,181 | 86.6| 285,488 [ 870,048 | —24.9
G oenonreemer| 1,170,080 | 066,672 ( 2001 407,961 | 620,787 | —34.3
ui%ﬁ‘ﬁ_ | 165,506 | 120,606  37.2 83, 49,017 | ~83.0
Idahp. . . 188,828 | 18.7 36, 895 72,235 | —48.9
Tilinets, U a,775,799 | 2,671,647 | 22.6| 476,701 [ 880,510 [ —d45.9
Indiang 1,503,148 | 1,232,814 | 22.0 , 575 | 539,707 [ —48.4
Towa., .. 905,205 |  8u,g12]| 1L5| 189, 394,528 [ ~5L.9
Eonmg.... 740,385 | 625,148 | 18.4 | 129, 263,809 | —5L.0
Kentucky. 025, 572 | 820,141 | 12.0| a75484| 620,383 | —20.1
; o78,452 | TrT,672 | 25.8| 303,552 | 462,667 | —344
Maine. ... 964,617 | 811,441 | 17.1| 114,066 | 148338 | —22.5
Maryland . o34, 562 | 69,116 | 856 110,520 | 197,041 | ~44.2
m%m@ 1,600,008 | 1,400,185 |  20.8 |+ 15,578 | 201,884 | —36.4
Michigan 2548702 | 1,071,842 | 20.3 | 337,125 | 683,719 [ —42.2
Minn, 1119,271 | 918,434 | 21.0| 258,040 | 434,636 | —40.8
M 628,045 | 609,320 3.2 | 807,453 | 455,536 | —32.5
M 1,401,307 | 1,208,354 | 17.8 ,887 | 653,301 | —38,6
283,310 | 104,256 | 20.1 51,078 24,084 | ~30.9
479,950 | 417,245 | 13.4 023 | 181,452 [ —5LB
101, 623 79.8 11, 831 14,855 | —22.4
224, 440 563 | 17.8 41,327 67,106 | —38.4
83.1| 156,918 | 248,458 | —36.8
41.2 97,766 | —36.8
22.9 | 565,826 763,748 | —27.2
25,0 | 482,787 | 692,065 | —30.3
10.7 65,738 | 116,780 | —43.7
26.6| 431,862 | 724,008 -40.4
14.0 | 185,051 | 345,645 | —46.2
18.9 251 136,338 | —dd.1
8.0 , 863,107 | —47.3
17.5 42,060 92,307 | —b54.5
21.6 | 267,063 | 366,303 | —27.1
11.2 67,023 | 120,504 | —44.4
17.6 | 388,530 | 580,885 [ —34.1
aLy \ 1,120,626 | —30.2
310 21, 059 40,523 | —48.0
11.8 28, 440 42,364 | —32,0
20.7 | 330,031 | 453,705 | —27.3
24.7| 118,032| 171,420 | —30.8
56| 108,027 | 30,376 | —35.0
22.0 , 5 438,254 | ~—46.7
22,8 19,826 36,385 | —45.5

! For gource of 1950 data, see section on “Description of tables.”
* Bes section on “Housing data for Alaska and Hawall,”

EQUIPMENT AND FUELS

Heating equipment.—About one-third of all housing units in the

United States, or 18.4 million, were heated principally by warm-
sir furnaces (table 8). In one-tenth of the units, or 6.5 million,
the principal equipment was a floor, wall, or pipeless furnace.
The eombined group of approximately 24.9 million units heated
principally by furnaces of these types amounted to about 43 per-
(:‘em of the housing units. It was this group that increased most
tinee 1050 (after making allowances for vacant units, which were
not included in the 1950 statistics on heating equipment).
) Bteam or hot water and “other means with flue” were each used
in aver one-fifth of the total units—12.7 million and 13.2 million
units, respectively. Steam or hot water was used largely in
urban areas, whereas “other means with flue” was more common in
rural aress (table W),

"‘(ﬁ)thar means without flue’ was the prineipal equipment in 5.8
willion units, or one-tenth of the total, This category consists of
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radiant gas bheaters without fiues, portable heaters (electrie,
kerosene, or gas), electric or gas steam radiators, and other
devices not connected to flues.

In general, the type of heating equipment used in an area de-
pended on the climate. Steam or hot water was more prevalent in
northern States, whereas “other means without flue” was eon-
centrated largely in southern States (table 5). Steam or hot

water equipment was prevalent also where there were large num-
bers of multiunit structures.

Air conditioning, washer, dryer, freezer.—Air conditioning was
one of several household equipment items for which information
was collected for the first time in a housing census in 1960.
Although regarded as a luxury item not many years ago, air eon-
ditioning was reported in 1960 for approximately 6.5 million
occupied housing units (1in 8). The great majority of these units
had one or more room units rather than a central air-conditioning
system (table 8). By definition, air conditioning is restricted to
installations which cool the air by refrigerating apparatue as dis-
tinguished from evaporative coolers, fans, and blowers.

Inside SMSA’s, the proportion of units with air conditioning was
14 percent and outside SMSA’s, 10 percent. For regions, the pro-
portions with air conditioning were 18 percent in the South, 9
percent in the West, 10 percent in the Northeast, and 11 percent
in the North Central Region. By States, the range was substan-
tial-—from less than 2 percent in Maine, Alaska, and Hawaii to 30
percent in Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas (table 7).

Clothes washing machines, clothes dryers, and home food freezers
also were included for the first time in a census of housing, Equip-
ment not owned by members of the household, such as a washer or
dryer provided by the management of an apartment building, was
not to be reported.

Tanre S.—Serecrep Houserorp Eourement: 1960

[Based on sample)
IV United States Inside BMBA’s | Outside 3M8A's
subject 4V )
'h Number | Per-{| Number | Per-| Number { Per-
/L‘q; \ cent cont cemt
All housing units
Heating equipment 1\.| 58,318,297 (1000 [| 36,377,973 1100.0 | 21,940,324 ; 1600
Steam or hot water__.__... 603,083 | 21.8 || 10,726,674 | 20.5 , 967, ;9 0.0
‘Warm-air furnace ... 18,855,163 | 3L.5 || 12,658,306 | 34.8 | 5,608,847 | 26.0
Floor, wall, or Dpipeless
101 ¢ 1117 O 4 6,527,944 | 1.2 4,360,208 | 12.0 | 2, 188,651 &8
Built-in electrie units, ...-4 45,076 | 1.8 408,819 | 1.1 341, 258 1.6
Other means with flue.....| 13,151,585 | 22.6 || 4,626,770 | 12.7| 8 524,815 | 3R.9
QOther means without flue..| & 824,005 | 10.0 3,011,177} 83| 283,818 | 12.8
D {3 ¢ 1,010,862 | L7 581,834 { 1.6 437,928 2.0
Occupied housing units
Air conditioning._ . _.._.| 53,022,057 [100,0 |i 33,998,305 1100.0 | 19, 023,662 | 100,9
Room units_ .. .ovcmmevunnnn 5,587,631 | 10.5 4,039,845 | 11,9 | 1,547,788 21
Central system._ . _....eemen 095,874 | 1.9 725,897 | 2.1 270,477 | 1.4
[ 4 1. TR 46,438,552 | 87,6 || 29,283,155 | 86.0 | 17, 205, 397 90.4
Automobiles available_| 53,022,121 [100,0 || 33,998,468 1100,0 | 19,023,653 100, 0
30,180, 103 | 56.9 || 18,848 011 { 85.4 11,345,192 | 5.6
20r MOT8_c v crmmarmnmmmmnen 11,416,183 | 21.8 7,333,696 | 21.6 | 4,082,487 { 215
NODO- e eeewmrimmmememimm 11,416,835 | 21.5 || 7,820,861 | 23.0 | 3,505,074 | 189
Clothes dryer.._........ 53,022, 057 {1000 || 33,998,395 1100,0 19, 023,862 | 100,0
(las or electrically heated_..| 6,084,000 | 17.1 5,044,628 | 17,5 | 3,140,862 | 16,5
ONB..orewrmcmmmmmmn e 43,087,067 | 82.9 || 28,053,767 | 82.5 | 15, 883,300 83.5
Clothes washing
machine. . ..coveuen- 53,022,057 [100,0 || 33,998,395 11000 | 19,023,862 100.0
Automatie or semiautoma-
tie; washer-dryer combi-
pation. .o ooenan 21,894,256 | 40.8 || 15,305, 208 | 45.0 6,319,058 | 33.2
‘Wringer or spinner..._.._.. 17,434,818 | 32.9 8,736,358 | 25.7 1 R,0608260 | 45.7
[T S — 13, 26,8 9,056,830 | 29.3 | 4,006,340 | 211
Home food freezer...__| 53,022,057 [100,0 || 83,998,395 1100,0 19,023,862 | 1000
1 OF MOT@e o mmvemmmn e 0,757,004 | 18.4 || 4,702,288 | 13.3 | 5,064,716 | 26,6
NODS. wcmeccmcmacm s mnn 43, 816 || 20,200,107 | 86.2 | 13,068,046 | T3.4
Teleph aflable._..| 53,023,875 {1000 || 34,000,044 1100,0 | 19, 023, 100.0
Yo Clephone avallable. | 615,040 | 78.5 || 28,377,928 | 83.5 | 150,112 | 0.6
NOeeoammccnrommmemceann 11, 405,835 | 2L.5 5,622, 116 | 16.5 | 5 763, 30.4

! Data on heating equipment of oceupied units available from the 1940 snd 1940
Censuses of Housing.

XXXIX

Approximately 39.1 million househalds (3 out of 4) had a clothes
washing machine. The percentsge wag lower in urban areas than
in rural aress, sttributable partly to the greater availability of
commereial and self-service laundries and laundry rooms equipped
with washing machines in apartment buildings. Nationally,
automatic and semiautomatic machines (including washer-dryer
combinations) outaumbered the wringer or gpinner type by more
than 4 million. Washer-dryer combinations, relatively new and
more expensive than the washing machines without the drying
feature, were reported by only a smsll proportion of the house-
holds-—about 2 percent.

Modern home clothes dryers, in which heated air dries the
laundry in & rotating drum, are a fairly recent produet. Even so,
clothes dryers were reported in 9.1 million oeccupied units (roughly
1 in 6). The proportions wers practically the same inside and
outside SM8A’s and in urban and rural areas (tables S and W),
For the Nation as 5 whole, there were more than twice as many
units with electrieally heated dryers as with gas heated dryers.
There were fairly large differences by Btates, however. In several
States, practically all the dryers were hested by electricity; in
two States, the proportion was Jess than one-hall.

Home food freezers also are among the relatively new home
equipment items. Nevertheless, there were about 9.8 miilion
occupied units (18 percent) with home food {reewers. The
proportion was much higher in rursl than in urban areas, partie-
ularly for farm units; over half the rursl-farm units had home food
freesers in 1960. For the ocount of home food freemers, only
appliances which were separate from the refrigerator were to be
reported.

Telephone, automobiles available.—In 1060, information on
telephones and automobiles was collected for the first time in a
census of housing. Results indicate thal approximately 41.6
million households (4 out of 5) had a telephone in the sense that a
telephone was available in the unit or elsewhere for receiving
incoming ealls, The statistics do not indicate the number of
subseribers or the number of telephones installed in homes, The
proportion of households with telephone was somewhat higher
ingide SM8A’s than outside SM8A’s (table 8), and was higher in
urban areas than in rural areas (table W).

Statistics on the number of automobiles available pertain to
the number of housing units with passenger automobiles owned or
regularly used by the ovcupants and ordinarily kept at home. The
gtatistics do not indicate the number of households that own an
sutomobile or the number of automobiles that are privately
owned. Approximately 30.2 million households had one auto-
mobile and 11.4 million had two or more, making a total of 41.0
million households (4 out of 5) with at least one automobile.
The proportion inside SMSA’s (78 percent) was about the game
as the proportion outside SMS8A’s (81 percent). In urban aress,
the proportion was lower than in rural areas—76 percent and 85
percent, respectively. In the central cities of SMS8A's, the
proportion was still lower—67 percent—despite the higher level
of money income.

The Northeast had the lowest percentage of households with
one or more sutomobiles (72 percent) and the West had the
highest (85 percent), The North Central Region, however, had
the largest number of households with one or more automobiles
(table 7).

Radio and television.—About 46.3 million households, or 87
percent of the oceupied units in the United States, had one or more
television sets in 1960 and about 48.5 million households, or 92
percent, had one or more radios (table T). For television gets,
this represents a sharp increase from the 12 percent in 1950,
With respeet to radio sets, the number of households with one or
more sets inereased since 1950 although the proportion dropped
from 96 percent to 92 percent. About one-eighth of the house-
holds having television in 1960 had two or more sets, and about
three-eighths of those having radio had two or more sots (table 7).
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Both madin and telovidon sets were smore prevalest inside
BhBA's than owtride BMSA's (table 'T) and muve common in
uthen areas then in vural srcas {table W), Of the four regions,
the Bowth bad the lowest pervemtage of vnits with radio and
bedpvigion sets.

Cooking, heating, and water heating fuels.—Utility gas was the
lending foel wred for cooking n 1980, as it was tn 1950 snd in 1940
(table U). Por evehslf the cooupled ueits in 1960, utility gas
wan m WMM fued weed for covking. Although the number
of waers bner during the desade, the propertion in 1960 was
1 3 aod a Hetle highor tham in 1940. In urban
mmqﬁhawwmm b using wtility gas waa approxi-
wmately bwa-thinds, or 65 percent; in ruresd aress, however, the
¢ s enky 14 percent (table W),
ity a5 the prinelpal esoking fuel hnd by far the largest
inerense weer the past two desades-—from § percent of all cecupied

units in 1940 to 15 percent in 1950 and to 31 percent in 1960,
Although electricity was second in importance for the United
Reates as o whole, it was first in importance in rural areas. - Bottled,
tank, or LP {liquefied petroleum) gas, which was used in 12 percent
of all oeeupied units in the United States, was third among the
eooking fuels; for rural housing, it wae second only to electricity
us the principal fuel used for cooking,

The other ecoking fuels had become relatively unimportant.
Wennd, which was the prineipal fuel for 24 percent of the occupied
units in the United States in 1940, dropped to about 10 percent
in 1950 and to 3 percent in 1960, Users of wood for cooking
were found largely in rural areas. Coal and the liquid fuel group
(including kerosene), each important in the past, had few users
in 1960 even in rural areas.

For house heating, there was a shift from solid fuels to gas and
ofl, The zhift was even grester in the decade 1950 to 1980 than
in the preceding deeade. Utility gas became the most commonly
used fuel, baving increased from 27 percent of the occupied units
in 1950 to 43 percent in 1960. The liquid fuels, of which the
principal omes are fuel oils, moved from third in importance in
1950 to second in 1960; they were reported for about 32 percent
of the pceupied units in 1960. There was a substantial decrease
im the number and proportion of households using solid fuels for
heating. Coal {or coke) was the leading heating fuel in 1940 and
again in 1950, but dropped to third place by 1960. It .was the
principal fuel for &5 percent of all occupied units in 1940, 35
percent in 1950, and only 12 percent in 1960. Wood followed
the same tremd—23 percent in 1940, about 10 percent in 1950
and only 4 percent in 1960. Users of wood for heating were
found primarily in rural areas.

In rural areas, fuel oil was used more than any other fuel for
heating; eoal and utility gas were the next most commonly uged
heating fuels. In urban areas, utility gas had by far the most
users. Fuel oil had the next highest number, followed by coal.

In 1960, information on fuel used for heating water was collected
for the first time in & census of housing. The principal fuel used
for piped hot water was to be reported; units with no piped hot
water constitute the “none’”’ category. For the Nation asa whole,
utiity gas was used most. In about one-half the occupied umts

Table U.~COOKING AND HEATING FUELS, 1940 TO 1960, AND WATER HEATING FUEL, 1960

iData for 1040 and IWWMMDM;MMMMMMMMWI

United Btates: 1960 Conterminous United Btates
Brvjoet Potal Imside SMBA’s | Outside BMBA's 1960 1950 1940
Number Pereemt!| Nomber |Percent, Number Pement; Number [Percent| Number |Percent| Number |Percent
1680 || 33,908,305 | 100.0 | 19,020,662 | 100.0 | 52,811,795 | 1000 | 42,826,281 | 100.0 | 24,854,502 | 1000
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(48 percent), water was heated by utility gas. Eleet
used for about 20 percent of the occupied units, followed by fuel
oil for 12 percent of the units. Other fuels were used to uhleam
extent. Most of the units in which water was heated by bottled,
tank, or LP gas were found in rural areas; most of the units in which
water was heated by fuel oil or coal were found in urban areas
(table 13). The latter suggests that these f uels were probably used
in furnaces and boilers with water heating coils or heat exchangers,
or in boilers used only for heating water in apartment buildings.

The proportion of households using a particular fuel for cooking,
house heating, and water heating varied considerably by States,
There were apparent patterns in the types of fuel used, however.
In approximately two-fifths of the States, utility gas was the fuel
used most for all three purposes; in another one-fifth, electricity
was the leading fuel for cooking and for water heating, and fuel
oil was the leading fuel for house heating.

ricity was

FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS

Changes in the price of housing over the past few decades are
indicated by the data on value and rent. Medians for the years
1930 to 1960 are shown in table V and full distributions for 1960
are provided in the detailed tables; the figures are expressed in
current dollars (the dollar value at the time of the rezspective
censuses), The data.indicate the value and rent levels for the
varjous years and do not reflect changes for identical units. To
the extent that there have been additions and losses, and shifts
in tenure and farm-nonfarm classification among existing units,
the value and rent data for the four census years apply to different
groups of units. (For changes in value and rent of “same” units,

1950 to 1959, see Volume IV of the 1960 Housing reports, Part
1B.)

Value.—The median value of owner-occupied nonfarm homes
in the United States in 1960 was $11,900. This is more than 134
times the median of $7,400 in 1950 and approximately 4 times
the median of $3,000 in 1940. The median of $3,000 in 1940,
compared with the median of $4,800 in 1930, reflects the deflated
values following the depression of the 1930's.

Value is the owner's estimate of how much the property would
sell for on the current market. For the most part, the data are
restricted to nonfarm units in 1-unit properties without business.
(For description of units covered by the data, see definition of
“value.”’)

TabLe V.—Mgep1aN VALUE AND MEDIAN MonNTHELY RENT OF
Noxrarm Untrs: 1930 o 1960

[Dats for 1060 based on sample; dats for earlier years based on complete count}

Median Renter-ocotpiad
valne of nonfarm units
owner-
o) ooot
ensus year Sonfar | Medtan | Modtan
units contract [ke: ]
rent rent
United States, 1960 311,900 358 71
Tnside SMBA’s 13, 500 3 B )
In central cities ﬂ!’, s& g ;12 W
Not in central cities
Outside SMBA’s.... 8,600 42 o8,
Co United States:
136'32“‘“" e 11, 900 88 w0
1950.. 7, 400 36 42
1940 3,000 2 27 -
1930- 4,800 £ N——

NoOTE—1960 and 1950 data on valne are for 1-unit structares without business and
with only 1 unit in property (see definition of value for other exclusions); 1040 dats
are for 1-family structures without husiness; and 1930 data sce for both 1-family and
multifamily homes. Furthermore, the definition of nonfarm units is not comparable
for all years. Although the types of units for which value and rent data were reported
are not the same for tge four censuses, the differences are not great enough to invalidate

comparison of the medians,

Values ingide SMBA’s in 1060 were significantly higher than
those outside SMBA's, asg indicated by the respective medians of
§13,500 and $8,600. The medisn value of owner-occupied
homes in the portion of BMBA's vuteide central cities was $14,400—
roughly $2,000 more than the $12,300 median for homes in the
central cities.

Close to one-half the owner-oceupied nonfarm units in the
United States in 1980 were valued st between $10,000 and $29,000
{table 8). Almost two-fifths were valued at less than $10,000 and
the remainder at 820,000 or more. By regions, the largest pro-
portions of humes valued at $20,000 or more were found in the
West and in the Northeast, each having sbout one-fifth in this
category. The medisn value was $13,700 in the West and $13,300
in the Northeast, On the other hand, the South had the highest
proportion. (s little more than one-ifth) valued under $5,000.
The median for the Bouth was $9,500; the median for the North
Central Region was $12,100.

Medisn valzes for individual Btates are shown in figure 10.
In 1960, the medisne ranged from $6,700 in Arkansas to $20,900
in Hawail. Copnecticut was second highest with a median of
$16,700. Other States for which the median velue exceeded
$15,000 were New Jersey, New York, Nevada, and California,
The District of Columbia, viewed for some purposes as a State,
also had a relatively high median. At the low end of the value
seale with median values of $8,000 or less were North Carolina,
Oklshoma, Mississippi, West Virginia, Bouth Carolina, and
Arkansas,

Ficuzg 19.—Mzebian VarLur or Owner-Occurien NONFARM
Unirs, FoR StaTes: 1960 anp 1950

{Restricted to lamdt properties without business)
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AD Btates had iporessss in wedian velues from 1050 to 1660,
Huvept for the Distriet of Columbia, which had u relatively small
ineremse, the incroases ramged from about 26 pereest in Rhode
fstand to 110 poreent in Loulsdans and 160 pereent in Alaska.
In two-thivds of the Btates, the increases were between 50 and 80
persent.

Contragt rent, gross remt.Rents tended Yo follow the ssme
genersl trend as homse values sinee 1990, The median monthly
comtraet rent of rember-oscupied nonfarm units in the United
Blintes d from 827 in 1930 to 521 in 1040, then ineressed
pebwtartially to 536 in 1950 and to 858 by 1960 {table V). The
1900 medion is roughly 1,6 times the 1950 median and 2.8 times the
1940 meding.  Changes reflected by the census data are not eom-
paralde with chenges In rents obtained by the Bureau of Labor
Stotigties for it Conewmer Prive Index. The latter refleets
ebimges in rout for esentially similar units with eomparable serv-
iven and faciiities.

Chavges in median grom Temts weve relatively of the same
masgnitute v for contract rent. The median gross rent for the
United States was $71 in 1960, which wes approximately 1.7
times the 842 medisy in 1950 and 2.6 times the 827 wedian in
1640, Ciroms rent i the comtract vent plus the monthly average
of muy additional evsts that mre pald by the remter for utilities
amel fuel: whepess eontract rent is the menthly rent agreed upen
vegardlens of sny wtilities, verviees, or furnishings that are Included.
Groms veut, therefore, ebminates differentisls which result from
varying practices with respeet to the imelusion of utilities and
fuel as part of the restal payment, Data on gross rent, as for
eontract rent, exchude rents for farm units.

Froung 20.-~Mepiax Gross Renvt oF Rentsg-Occupiep
Wowparst Uwrrs, sor StaTes: 1960 awp 1950

Beliga, AR B

e NEAADAME G MMM B LARS

kol 95 99 (e

F nter-occupied units inside SMS8A’s, the median gross
m:;mwmisj $75. Inpthe gentral cities of SMBA’s, the m.edian was
$72 a8 compared with $81 in the portion of SMBSA's 0111.351(13 central
cities. The rentsinside SMBA’s were higher than outside SMSA’s,
where the median was $58.

Approzimately 1.4 million nonfarm renter-oceupied units were
vesupied on a “no cagh rent” basis. Among these ‘were. units
provided by relatives not living in the unit and occupled without
rental payment and units provided in exchange for services rendered.
Nearly half the no-cash-rent units were in the South (table 8).

Of the units reporting cash rent, gross rents for close to one-fifth
of the units in the United Btates were $100 or more, and gross
rents for one-third of the units ranged from $70 to 399. These
proportions applied also to the Northeast, the West, and the
North Central Regions. In the South, however, the proportions
in the respective two groups were lower; about one-tenth of the
units had gross rents of $100 or more and one-fourth had gross
rents between $70 and $09. The medians, which are based on
the number reporting cash rent, were $59 for the South and §76,
$75, and $72 for the West, North Central, and Northeast Regions,
respectively.

For Btates, median monthly gross rents in 1960 ranged from
$43 in Mississippi to $126 in Alaska (figure 20). Second highest,
was Nevada with $91, followed by Illinois with $85 and New
Jeraey with $80. The District of Columbia also had a relatively
high median—$81. Median gross rents amounted to less than
850 in Bouth Carolina, Arkansas, Alabama, and Mississippi.

(iross rent levels of all States were higher in 1960 than in 1950,
On the basis of the medians, increases ranged from 48 percent in
Tdaho to 96 percent in Louisiana. The increase for the District
of Columbia wag about 42 percent.

SELECTED SUMMARY CHARACTERISTICS

Urban and rural units.—In 1960, rural housing constituted 30
peroent of the total housing inventory, with about one-fifth of the
rural units on farms. The four-fifths of rural housing units
identified as nonfarm include homes in the open country, as well as
those in rural villages and in the rural territory outside urbanized
arvess. Urban housing, which constituted 70 percent of all housing
in 1960, comprises units in all places of 2,500 inhabitants or more
and in the urban fringes of urbanized areas.

A comparison of rural and urban housing characteristics shows
homeownership more common in rural areas, with 71 percent owner
occupancy in contrast to 58 percent in urban areas (table W).
Rural housing units, particularly those on farms, were larger than
urban units; but rural unite had more persons in the household.
Almost one-seventh of the rural units, compared with one-tenth of
the urban units, had 1.01 or more persons per room.

Meagured by condition and plumbing facilities, rural housing
was below urban housing in quality. Approximately one-third of
the rursl units, in contrast to one-tenth of the urban units, were
dilapidated or lacked one or more plumbing facilities.

The proportion of new units (built in the 1950’s) and the propor-
tion of old units (more than 30 years old) were roughly the same in
rural and urban areas. On farms, however, there were relatively
fewer new units and more old ones.

The median value of owner-oceupied urban homes was about 1%
times the median for rural-nonfarm homes. The median monthly
grose rent of renter-oceupied urban units was about 1% times that
of rural-nonfarm units,

Nearly one-fourth (23 percent) of the households living in urban
areas in 1860 had moved into their homes during the preceding 134
years (January 1959 through March 1960); the proportion for rural
households was a little lower (20 percent). Only one-tenth of the
farm households had moved into their homes in the 1}4-year period.
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Tasre W.—SerecreD CrARACTERISTICS OF URBAN ANp Rurar
Unirs: 1960 anp 1950

[Data for 1960 based on sample; percentages based on tiong
tables. Some data for 1650 based on ssmple and %&hﬂgg;i%gl;gmpmén él.ﬁ!a&l]m

1980 19509

Subject Rural
Urben Urban | Rursl
Total Farm 1

All housing unita_...__"|40, 786, 8
Age of stracture; 756,817 17,561,480 | 3, 866, 321 |29, 662, 832 |16, 474, 244

10 years 3 months or less__|11, 274,2627 4,70, 377 433,012 | 5,748,079

30 ygaerrscinxfxbh 10,141°38 | 7,070 448 i o
, 141, 979,448 | 2,305, R4 (13, 765,003 | 7,347,030
ercent.... 47, ’ 3 T "
Mxtlilian Eumber b 7.0 45.4 84.7 46.4 4.6
units 4.8 3
Owner occupied.. . 5.5 g. 2 g.g %. g é ;
Renter oceupled...._._. 3.8 44 61 27 4.0
Plumbing facilities:
Flush tollet, exclusive use. 38, 412,077 (12,196, 467 | 2,208, 702 |25, 781,427 | 7,187, 621
e 94,2 6.5 2.0 86.8 3.4
Bathtub or shower, excl,
U80m e e 37,730, 366 {11, 975, 880 247,333 164 7 7,
Peroent. ....omooonooo ‘.6 san | it Y
Piped water in structure |40,824,100 |13, 866, 521 | 2,869,000 |28, 570, 510 | 9, 563, 365
Percont. ococcveoano-- 08.9 79.0 74.8 8.3 5.2

Sound or deter,, with all
plumbing facilities_ . 36,489, 509 {11, 237, 506 | 2,070, 562 (23,061,798 | 5,009,986
8.5 84.0 5.3 .7

Percent A
Hesating equipment:
%&eam oir h&t water ... .. }%, ggé: 204 | 1,301,479 156,156 23 g:g
Arm-a INACE. - - omene 3 800 | 4,368,263 j
Floor, wall, pipeless fur- 42, 008
nace 5,134,789 | 1,308,185 222,708 v v
Other means with fitle..._| & 521,636 | 7,620,049 | 1,880, 188 o @
All other; none....:omce-ue 4,809, 208 | 2, 780, 634 402, 261 2")
Occupied uniis....._.. 38,320,870 114,703,505 | 3,566,321 |28, 581,575 |14,387,325
Tenure and color:
Owner occupfed_._.___.___ 22,334, 781 110,481,938 | 2,632,884 114,410,002 | 9,203,438
Percent. . ccvmeooooeas 58.3 712 73.8 50, 0
Occupied by nonwhite....| 3,978,330 | 1,165,720 | . 200,248 | 2,546,007 | 1,322,347
2140 5] T — 104 7.9 8.4 8.9 9.2
Median number of persons:
Occupled units 2.9 3.2 3.4 3.0 3.3
Wher- 3.2 3.1 31 3.2 3.2
Renter. 2.4 3.6 4.1 2.7 3.4
Persons per room;
1,01 0r more..ococceveunnee 3,800,753 | 2,222, 720 512,688 | 3,813,481 | 2,068,743
)5 (15 o3 — 0.2 151 14.4 13.3 20.6
Year moved into unit:
1958 to March 1860 - ... 8,804,047 | 2,801,870 | 386,558 ® ®
Per, - 23.2 10,7 J{170: 38 R
1939 or earlier. 4,563,283 | 2, 558,908 | 1,078, 549 ® ®
Per 11,9 17.4 30.2

Household equipment:
nits with

th—

5,454,819 | 1,128,688 207, 358 (O] 9
29, 171, 870 112,438,916 | 3,123,991 (4 2‘)
Clothes dryer..--.-- 6, 508, 551 | 2,576,439 606, 022 [Q)] 4)
Clothes washing
Hlome food Traesar - s (LT hmae | B |
ome food freezer......- 7 4 777, ,
adio. 35, 398: 815 |13, 105,614 | 8,280,138 127, 802, 707 18,984, 627
Telephone avaflable.__..|31,850, 661 | 9,767,380 | 2,288,706 (4 Q]
ToleVISION wancmeemmammen 34,275,355 {12,036,965 | 2,840,124 | 4,463,167 | 681,484
Percent with—
Alr conditioning........~ 14.2 7.7 (3% J) SO, E——
Automabiles available... 76,1 84.8 B7.4
Clothes dryer-—ccccceeen 17.0 17. 5 17.0 |ecuemonmrecamnemmnann
Clothes washing ma-
(014301 T 70.4 82.2 87.2
Home food freezer-....-- 13,0 2.5 52.5
Radio. 2.4 80.1 90,9
Telephone available..... 83.1 66.4 64.2
Television . ____ocoon- 89,4 819 9.7
Heating fuel:
Utilitgy BAS- - ceee iz 20, 418, 120 | 2,483,008 | 188,480
Bottlad, tank, or LP gas..| 822,068 | 1,808,702 640, 464
Fue) o], kerosene, ete..... 11, 960, 754 | 5,197,647 | 1,088,212
Coalor oK. .o oomeeamnn 3,716,814 | 2,789,251 | 813,167
Wood . e 271,331 | 1,966,585 | 796,
G Elec.; orthelr fuel; none...... 1,130,961 508,278 08,705
ooking fuel:
Utilitgy N — 25,103,872 | 2,102,346 | 176,346
Bottled, tank, or LP gas.-| 2,163,339 | 4, 888,017 | 1,228,752
Electrielty o vememne e wrmennn 9,916,870 | 6,438,768 | 1,507,438
Wood. ... 258,632 | 1,178,408 440,
All other; none. 802,185 | 649,000 | 132,638
Medlan value:

Owner nonfarm #
M o dollars... 12, 900 8,300 j.vvmmmnemnn 8, 400 4, 900
Median gross rent: - ol “ n

Renter nonfarm..dollars..

! Bee table C, footnote 1.

11950 data for radio, telavision, heating fuel, cookin, fuel, value ngtrl reat rer:atrmgd
to conterminous United States; thus the data exeinde ¢ nracterim 8! r X Ei ¥
89,000 oceupied urban units and 53,000 oceupled rural unitsin Alaska awadl.

f Is)ali):? azallatiﬂc lford oa:clupéﬁd }g%:%(’eilsy"is

ubject not n the . .

Bcl Restrlcteg tgl g-gnft properties without business (see definition of value for other

exclusions).
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Air conditioning, telephone, radio, and television were more
prevalent in urban than in rural aress; automobiles, clothes wash~
ing machines, and home food freesers were more common in raral
areas, particularly among farm households. Clothes dryers were
found in about the same proportion in urban as in rural unite.

Warm-air furnaces were the most eommon heating equipment in
urban homes, with steam or hot water systems ranking second.
“Other means with fiue,” such as stoves and radiant gas heaters
connected to a chimney or flue, were the most eommon in rural
homes, with warm-air furnsces ranking next. Utdlity gas was the
principal fuel for heating and also for cooking in urban areas; fuel
odl for heating and eleetricity for cooking were the principal fuels
in rural aress.

‘ompared with 1950, changes were substantial for some
characteristics and minor for others, For example, the proportion
of rural units with piped water inside the structure increased
from 58 percent in 1950 to 79 percent in 1960; for urban units, the
increase was from 98 pereent to 99 percent. These and other
eomparisons are shown in table W,

Units with nonwhite household heads.—Approximately one-
tenth of the oecupied housing units in 1960 had nonwhite house-
hold beads. Two-thirds of the nonwhite households were inside

Tasre X.—Ssrecren CraracterisTics oF Unirs Wrre Now-
warre Houvserorp Heaps: 1960

[Data for 1660 based on sampls; percemtages based on totmls for distributions in detatled
tables. Minus (—) after ber indicates medisn below that number]
Inside BMBA's
Bubject TUnited Qutside
Btates Tn central | Not in | EMBA’s
Total citles central
cities
Occupled honsing units_| 5 144,050 || 8,486,409 || 2,843, TH7 | 842,692 | 1,657, 650
Median number of rooma:
C\mgiad 173 1 S 4.2 4.2 4.2 4.4 41
5.2 5.4 5.4 8.1 4.8
8.7 a7 3.7 3.7 3.7
2,080,213 || 2,511,505 | 47,308 | 613, 478
84.9 82.3 69. 6 36,0
2,807,708 1] 2,385, 624 | 422 084 402, 308
80,8 83.9 65.7 20,7
2,504,806 1| 2,189, 655 | 864, 6561 376, 819
71.8 75.2 56.7 2.7
1, 224,458 891, 802 : 382, 506 749, 068
35.1 3.4 BL.7 45.2
32 31 &0 3.5 3.5
3.4 3.4 3.4 3.6 3.3
3l 29 2.8 3.4 37
et
1.0 OF BOT8 e 1,456, 904 860, 168 608, 432 | 101, 786 504, 736
{721+ AU, 28.3 M7 2.5 20.8 38.0
Year moved Into unit:
1059 to March 1880, .—oen.. 1, 200, 930 879, 849 756,088 | 142, 661 321,290
Percent. 2.3 25.2 25.9 22.3 18.4
1939 or earter. B81, 924 291, 728 218,808 | 78,832 200, 196
Percent. 1.3 8.4 7.7 11.4 1.6
Household equipment:
Units with—
Alr conditioning. 135, 160 | 20, B84 36, 616
Antomobiies aval 1 1] 1,316,630 | 411,081 802, 481
Clothes dryer. - B9, 951 66, 179 | 23,778 20, 830
Clothes washing machine.| 2, 562, 158 || 1, 784,180 |1 1,306,905 | 387,224 | 777,800
Homao food freezer. .......| 410,267 234, 498 164,891 | 60,607 175, 708
3, 040,311 {] 2,509, 151 | 538, 160 | 1, 247,011
2,849,264 || 2,543,006 | 409,260 | BS54, 588
4.0 AT 4.8 4.8 2.4
49.3 40.6 46.3 4.4 485
2.2 2.8 2.8 3.7 1.3
40.9 5.2 40.1 60,5 47.0
80 6.7 8.8 0.9 10.6
B85 87.8 88,0 84.1 75.4
72.8 BL 6 B2.4 8.1 53.5
Median valne:
Owner ponfarm 1. dollers. . 8, 700 8, 800 9,000 | 7,800 5, 000—
Median gross rent:
Renter nontarm. . dollars. . 58 64 65 &8 -3

1 Restricted to 1-unit properties without business (see definition of value for other
exclnsions),



BMAA", prodominawtly tu the ecentral eitien. Over balf the total
mowwlite bouseholds In the Usnited Btates were in the Seuth
{talile 23).

Compared with sll cecupled units, thoes seey pled by nonwhites
had fewer rooms bat lwger households (Sables X, M, and 1),
The medinn manber of rooms for units oecupied by nonwhites was
4.2 snd the wedian sumber of pemons in the household was 3.2:
for sl verupled units (white and nonwhite), the medisns were 4.9
rosns ond 8.0 poreows.  About 2% pereent of the units ooeapbed
by seavwlites bad 1.00 or more persums per roos, pompared with
12 percest for oY eoeupied usniie, Ameng nouwwhites ingide
BMEA's, swner-voeupled unity had more rovme and larger house-
bolds than renter-coeupded units; outside 8 MBA's, owner-nectpled
wmits b mnure rooms but smalier housebnlds than rester-ooenpied
waits,

Over half the wnits (36 poreest) oeeupled by nenwhites were
“mound or deteriorating, with all plumbing facilities,” eompared
with 82 pereent of all housing in this estegory. In 1960, only 27
pereent of the housing oceupled by nomwhites were in this top
outegury, eompared with 03 pereent for all housing {table ().
The bighest proportion of the better quality housing veeupied by
nomwhites in 1960 was in the central eities of SMSA’s (75 percent),
andl the lowest (23 percent) was outmide SMBA's,

The proportion of nonwhite househelds in 1960 that had mgved
into their presomt units during the preceding 1% years (January
1959 through March 1960} was 28 poreent. The proportion for
ol homsehndds was about the peme-922 percent (table K).

Oty B8 pereent of the nonwhite households owned their homes,
compared with 62 percent of all heuseholds, The relative increase
from 1950 to 1960, however, was bigher for nonwhite than for

The medinn value of nonfarm properties oecupied by nonwhite
owners vas $6,700, and the median monthly gross rent of nonfarm
units vecupled by nouwhite renters was 858. The medians were
soamewhit higher ioside 8MBA's than outside BMS8A’s. On the
whole, the medisns for unbts ooeupied by nonwhites were eon-
siderably lower than the wedisue for all umits (table V),

The proportions of nonwhite houssholds having the household
equipment itema included In the eensus were lower than the
averages for ol b olds ttabdes 8 and T). For exsmple, only
2 pewvent of the nemwhite ho % had 8 olothes dryer, compared
with 17 peroont for ol by Similarty, 49 percent of the
nonwhite bousehelds had at least ope sutomobile, whereas the
perventage for all bovseholds wag 7R,

Available vecant units.-In 1940, there were eightly more than
% million howdng units vaeant spd avadable for sale and almost
1% million voesst and avsBlabde for rent. These were vacant
units in sound or deterievating eondition and intended for year-
roand oceupancy, On the aversge, vacant units for sale were
larger than vaeant units for rent (o median of 5.3 rooms compared
with 3.5 roome) and 5 la pareentage had s¥l plumbing faeilitien
{89 percent compared with 74 pereent). Almost a third of the
for-nale urits amd o fowurth of the forrent unite had heen vacant
for & months or Jonger {table Y).

Compared with the inventery of ewner-onceupied units, vacant
uniba o e for wade were mumller; the medinn for vacsnt units
avadiakde for pale was 5.3 rovms snd the median for cwner-oecupied
units wos 5.5 roozns fable M. About the sarne proportion of the

-
il

soumd azul 4 wenting wnite bad all plumbing facilities—80
poreent for av d vovemit woits for sale sud 91 pereent for owner-

voeupied units (tabls 3). The price asked for vacant units was

States and Small Areas

substantially higher than the value of owner-occupied units, with
a median of $13,500 for vacant units and $11,900 for owner-occu-
pied unita (table V). The higher proportion of new units among
the for-sale vacancies accounts partly for the higher median.
According to data in Volume II of the 1960 Housing reports,
approximately three-fifths of the for-sale vacancies were new
(built in the 1950'8); about one-third pf the owner-occupied units
were new. Furthermore, the median for vacant units represents
the asking price at the time of enumeration and may differ sub-
gtantially from the final sale price.

Compared with the inventory of renter-ocecupied units, vacant
unitg available for rent were smaller; the median for vacant
unite available for rent was 3.5 rooms and the median for renter-
ogcupied units was 3.9 rooms (table M). About 74 percent of the
vaeant units for rent had all plumbing facilities, whereas 82 percent
of the renter-occupied units that were in sound or deteriorating
eondition had all plumbing facilities (table 8). The median rent
asked for vacant units available for rent, $57, was approximately
the same as the median contract rent for renter-occupied units,
which wss $58 (table V). According to data in Volume II of the
1960 Housing reports, units built in the 1950's accounted for sbout
one-fifth of the vacancies available for rent and about one-sixth
of the renter-occupied inventory.

Tasrk Y.—SerEcTeD CHARACTERISTICS OF AVAILABLE VACANT
Unirs: 1960

[Dats on phumbing facllities and number of rooms based on complete cbunt; remaining

data based on sample]
Inside SMBA's
Subjest United Qutside
Htates In centrall Notin | BMSA’s
Total clties central
clties -
Vacant Available for Sale

Plumbing facilities. .. ........ 521,780 351,378 134,485 | 216,808 170, 402
With all plumbing tacilities. 465,8813 836,9 gog mbgag 206,9 272 1299?8
Lacking some or ail facilities.| 55,82 || 14,875 4,655 | 10,220 | 40,087
Duration of 524, 406 356, 861 135,714 | 221,147 167,645
Less than 4 months, _....... 206,300 || 224284 || 900108 | 134178 | 70 076
Percent. 56,1 62.8 66,4 80.7 418
4 up to 6 months, .. 83, 520 42,459 15,793 | 26,666 21, 061
ths or 188, 526 90, 118 29, 815 60, 303 76, 408
318 25.3 22.0 27.3 45.8
53 5.3 53 5.1
14, 900 13, 800 15, 900 9, 600
959, 855 640,459 | 319, 396 493,191
783,047 || 400,474 | 272,573 815, 455
79.5 76.6 64.0
166, 808 149, 985 46, 823 177,736
952, 417 642,086 | 310,331 474,038
, 720 148,700 | 146,020 308, 652
23.2 4 86,1
277, 204 108, 848 78, 446 100, 967
123,143 89, 962 33, 181 30, 997
257, 260 204, 676 52, 684 33, 522
953, 455 642,510 | 310,945 474,938
288, 221 197, 654 91, 567 96, 396
30,8 4 20.3
431, 47 370 | 1256568 | 150,980
77, 8517 49,131 28, 386 323
3 ), 346 65,424 171, 289
16.2 13,9 "21,0 36.1
3.3 3.2 3.6 3.7
61 69 4

! Value duts are restricted to 1-unit Properties without business, I 1 territo!
hoth the rent and value data exclude vacan| 0 or more sa
definttions of verue et 6 vacant units on places of 10 or more acres (see
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